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ADVERTISEMENT: 


The Rake of the following pages has 
not made his name known to the Public: : 
but it is generally believed that he is a 
| . Practitioner, of the firſt eminence 
in the North of England, the author of 
5 uſeful eee in his own 
; department ; and by theſe, and his exten- 
. five practice, one who ſtands high among 
the number of thoſe who have impres 
his art. Though the decided adverſary 
of the doctrines which Dr PRIEST LEY 
has ſupported with ſo much zeal and open- 
neſs, he is yet known as his Coadjutor in 
philoſophical purſuits, and was one of the 
firſt who applied his chemical diſcoveries 
in the practice of Medicine. Theſe pages 
will be found altogether free from the 
odium theologicum which ſo much embitters 
religious controverſy. 

Indeed Dr PRIEST IE demands a ſort 
of regard which is not due to eyery writer 
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of che ſame views. 


ever foul breath it is filled, 
' a certain ſound. 


He appears to be an 


He has violated no ſolemn 
er hat- 


honeſt man. 
ſubſcriptions; and his trumpet, 


here be drawn for the conviction of more 
than one man in the world, but the Edi- 
tor leaves it to the feelings of thoſe who, 
if they chuſe to read this diſpaſſionate and 
candid performance, will judge how far 
ĩt ſhould affect them. He does not doubt, 
that if haply the thoughts of their 


„ heart; and their writings, and ſermons, 


% be forgiven them,” that one of the 
"firſt fruits of their repentance will be to 
burn thoſe books which, under the form of 
godlineſs, tend to overthrow the power of 


it. $a og FE, . N 
: - 1 4 . 1 a * " 
— F 4 2 F ” F 
S * 
— 3 . . 
- EG: ; L we 
' 7 Y ” 
sonen, a 5 ; 7.20 
1 28. 7 9. 334 
oth 6a 
1 
- 
＋ 
93 
7 
* = > % 
s * N 
* - 
2 . 
* — 4 > 
* q 
— 
* 
— 1 
P I « : ' 4 
My ” os > nd 2 * 
Mt Ld * * . 
"© c 4 5 =, 
A # 4 1 F + * 
4 4 W 4 * HA ALA L a 
% 


gives at leaſt 
Perhaps a contraſt might. 
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<4 F 
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HE following obſervations were in part 

5 1 + written before the Public was informed, 

n that the Rev. Dr. Prieſtley was the author of <A 

d | the Appeal, and ſome other tracts which are 1 
** taken notice of in this efſiy.* My deſign be- * 
f ing ſolely to examine ſentiments, without any f 

reſpect to the perſons who eſpouſe them, 1 * 

N have choſen to continue the ftyle I had begun  -© © 


„ | to make uſe of, and to ſpeak of the author as 

e | yet unknown. I could not take the ſame me- 

thod of avoiding the appearance of perſonal 
reflection in examining Mr Graham's letters, 
becauſe his name was prefixed to them at their 2 


firſt publication: But the freedom uſed in my 1 9 
remarks upon them is deſigned to extend no : 


farther than to the writings themſelves,” F MM 
think it a ſhame for any, who profeſs them- BY 
ſelves candid inquirers after truth, to enter- 


* 1 " AudRRy n 
. 
* 
47 L 5 
oy 
+ 10 8 


tain the leaſt malevolence towards thoſe whoſe | 
opinions they are oppoſing, and I am ſure that ! 
ſoch conduct is contrary to the ſpirit of Chri. 
ſtianity. N i „ g 
I have uſed the term Socinian, to diſtinguiſh 1 
thoſe who deny the doctrine of atonement, "E E 
2: both 55 Y 
® Sce a ſermon preached on occaſion of his reſigning | 
the charge of a congregation of Proteſtant Diſfenters R a ; 


in Leeds. 


— p. 75+ Mole. 


. (ir 


both as it prevents the necellity of tedious cir- 


cumlocution, and as it is adopted by the wri- 


ters whoſe works I am examining, * 


I have informed the reader; in the courſe of 


this work, in what ſenſe I uſe the prineipal 


terms belonging to this controverſy; and, as 
far as I know, I have uſed them according to 
their molt common acceptation. When | 
ſpeak of repentance, or faith, as being the con- 
d11;9n of pardon, I mean no more hy this mode 
of expreſſion. than to aſſert, that the pardon of 
iin, conſidered as the tranſgreſſion of the mo- 
ral law, is never obtained without repentance 


and faith, and that it is always granted to the 


repenting and believing ſinner. When I call 
the death of Chriſt the conſideration of our for- 
giveneſs, it will be ſufficient for my argument, 
if the term conſideration be conſtrued to imply 
no more than ** ſomething neceſſary in order 
“ tothe pardon of fin ;”” but I would not be 
underſtood to mean, that the-death of Chriſt 
is not the condition of pardon in 2 higher ferſe 


than our faith and repentance are. | have ge- 


nerally preferred the term conſideration to that 
of condition, in ſpeaking of the relation which 
the death of Chriſt bears to our forgiveneſs, 
as more readily admitting and ſuggeſting the 
idea of worth or compenſation ; but I have not 


ſtrictly adhered to this diſtinction. 


1 have ſtudied to avoid entering upon any 
queſtion which did not immediately affect the 
ſubject 

. Familiar lluſtration, p. 64, And Mr Graham's 


— 


v 
ſubject in debate, and to expreſs my arguments 
as conciſely as I could, without being unintel- 
ligible. I do not mean to enter upor/a full diſ- 
cuſſion of all that reſpects the doctrine of atone». 
ment; my deſign is only to prove that it is a 
doctrine of divine revelation. Much might be 
ſaid, and that of conſiderable importance, upon 
this ſabject, which I have wholly omitted; con- 
_ renting myſelf with a brief, and yet, I hope, 
ſufficient anſwer to the principal objections . 
made againſt the doctrine ! have attempred to 
defend, What I have written is from a full 
perſuaſion of the truth and importance of this 
doctrine ; but I ſhall be ready, I truſt, to cor- 
rect any errors I have fallen into, when they 
are pointed out to me. 

I wiſh the reader every ſpiritual bleſſing that 
is offered to ſinners through Jeſus Chriſt, who 
is made of Od to all that believe wiſdom, and 
righteouſneſs, and ſancti fication, and redemp- 
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SHORT DEFENCE 
0 f TAE 
DOC TMEWH oF ATONEMENT> 


E doctrines which relate to the character 

and offices of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus: 
Chrift, are undoubtedly of very great importance: 
ih the lyſtem of Chriſtianity; and their connection: 
with our religious conduct is ſo intimate, that it 
is impoſſible we ſhould be right in the latter, if we: 
err conſiderably with reſpect to the former, The: 


acknowledgement of the divinity of Chriſt, for in- 


ſtance, calls for ſuch aff. tions: and behaviour to- 
wards him, as they who louk upon him as a mere man 
cannot maintain. Oar practical regard muſt like. 
wiſe be much affected by our belief or dülbellef of the: 
doctrine of atonement for ſin; by his death If this: 

doctrine is without foundation in 1 it muſt 
be a high affront to the Div inc Majeſty, to place any 
hope of pardon on the cru: treatment, which a: 
mere man like ourſelves met with: in the- world :: 


But if our Lord Jeſus Chriſt made à ſacriſice for ſin: - 


by his death, and we are commanded to come unto» 
God through ſuch a mediator, then their condition 


is dangerous indeed, who deſpiſe. that ſacrifice, and! 
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TY that method of approaching God, which is 


pointed in the goſpel for guilty finners. 

The doctrine of atonement has been treated with 
much contempt by fome late writers, who have. 
thought fit to ſpeak (as one of them expreſſes). 
« with. great indignation“ againſt it; and to re- 
preſent it, not only as contrary to the fcriptures, 
bur ſikewife as ſo abſurd in itfelf, that it would 
render the Bible indefenfible, if it contained ſuch a 
doctrine. I have examined, with ſome attention, 
the arguments on which this repreſentation is 
founded; and as they appear to me to be inconclu- 
five, have ventured to point out wherein L think 
them faulty, and to give a ſhort defence of what I 
believe to be a fundamental doctrine of Chriſtia- 4 
nity 
The doctrine of the Socinians reſpecting atone- 
ment is this, That God requires no conſidera- 
4 tion or condition of pardon, but the repentance 
4% of the offender ; and that, conſequently, the death 


4 of Chriſt was no real ſacrifice for fin, but is call- 


« ed ſo in the ſcriptures, merely in a figurative 
ac ſenſe, by way of alluſion to the Jewiſh 3 
„ ings; as our Praiſes and other good works are 
« called: ſacrifices, becauſe they. are fomething offer- 


« ed up to God.” On the contrary, the doctrine. 
- which 1 mean to defend is, That God has thought 


* fit to require a conf deration of pardon. diftin&t 
from the repentance of the ſinner ; and that this. 
© conſideration: is the death of Chriſt, which was a 
: real faerifice for ſin, and ſtood related to the Jew- 
% iſh ſacrifice as the antitype to the type.” 
I. I is evident, that the inſpired writers do peak 
of the death of Chriſt as a ſacrifice for fin. Chriſt 


; appeared to fut away fin by the ſacrifice e 


PESO 
LES, - ; e 


Cf +: 
is Heb. ix. 26. hilt hath given bimſelf far 1, art 
offering anda. ſacrifice to God, Eph. v. 2. Chriſt 


h f| mas. once offered io bear the ſins of many. Heb. ix. 
©. 28. He is the propitiation for our S 1 John, ii. 
"BY 2. After he had offered one ſacrifice for fin, he for 
2 = ever | ſat down at the right hand of God. Neb. x. 12. 
K By one offering be hath: perfected for ever them that 
d are  ſantiified. Ib. 14 "be. The queſtion then is, 
a Whether this — which abounds in the New 
1 Teſtament, is proper, and to be underſtood literal- 
is ly, or merely figurative, and uſed _ way ot alluſi- 
1— on to the Jewiſh ſacrifices? 
K It is an allowed rule of interpreting the ſerip- 
1 tures, that every doctrine contained therein muſt be 
— underitood j in its moſt plain and obvious ſenſe, conſi- 
dered in connection with its context, unleſs this ſenſe) 
2 3s clearly abfurd in itfelf, or contrary to other parts 
TY of ſcripture. Now it is ſelf-evidently right, that 
e God ſhould appoint ſuch a way of extending mercy- 
h to penitent ſinners as his infinite wiſdom ſaw the fit- 
[- reſt to diſplay his hatred of ſin, and to maintain the- 
6 honour of his righteous laws, and Juſt. government. 
— of the univerfe. And no good reaſon can be given, 
E why God, as governor. of the world, might not 
— appoint a ſacrifice to be the means of forgiveneſs for- 
Ee. tranſgreſſions againſt his general laws, as he did for 
It oftences againſt thoſe particular laws, which he in- 
* ſtituted as governor of one nation. 
is | _ Let us then examine whether other parts of ſcrip- 
ture require us to reſtrain the facrifical language, 
7. uſed concerning our Lord, to a merely figurative 


ſenſe, or whether we are led by them to underſtand 
k it in its moſt proper and obvious fignification. _ 
ſt - The molt ſtriking circumſtance of the Jewiſh: 
fa economy was, the appointment of ſacrifice as the 
2. 14 means 


1 


10 
| means of obtaining pardon for offences committed 
againſt that conſtitution: which the Jews were un- 
der as a peculiar people. Sacrifice was undoubtedly 
a conſideration diſtin from the moral character of 
the offender, yet was the ttandivg means of obtaining” 
forgiveneſs, under the Moſaic diſpenſation, to thoſe- 
who conformed to the conditions required by, the 
ceremonial law. 

Now if this diſpenſation was defigned to repreſent: 
that of the goſpel, then is pardon granted under the 

goſpel alſo, to thoſe who comply with the conditions: 
required therein, by virtue of a confideration diſtinct: 
from the moral character of the offender, in the ſame: 
manner as it was under the law of Moſes. 

That the Jewiſh propitiatory ſacrifices-wete a ne- 
ceſſary conſtderation of forgiveneſs, and the means- 
of obtaining it, appears both-from their inſtitution, . 

and the-view which i is given of them by the inſpired! 
writer of the, epiſtle to the Hebrews. The words of 
the inſtitution are plain to this purpoſe. And it ſhall le 
when any one ſhall be guilty in one of theſe things, that 
be ſhall confeſs that he hath ſinned in that thing ; Aud 
he ſhall bring his tr:ſpaſs-offering unto the Lord for bis 
fin which he hath * inned; and the prieſt ſhall make an: 
atonement for him, for his þ ſin which he hath ſinned, 
end it ſhall be forgiven him. Lev. v. 5, 6, 10. This: 
paſſage, compared with Lev. xvii. 11. which aſſures: : 
us that it was the blood which made the atonement, leaves 
no reaſon to doubt, that the ſacrifice offered by the 
offender was the appointed means of obtaining for- 
giveneſs of his offence. 

The ſame view of propitiatory ſaci ifices is piven' 
in the epiſtle to the Hebrews, when it is ſaid, Almoſt 
all things are by the law purged with blood, and 20 71 — ” 
out ſhedding of blyzd there is no remiſſion, chap. IX. 22. a 

which |} 
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which: proves. that the ſacrifice was looked upon 2 


the conſideration on which the pardon was granted. 
Now if it can be ſniewn, that theſe ſacrifices were 


intended to point out che nature of Chriſt's ſacrifice, 


or the relation which his death bears to the remiſſion 
of our ſins, then it will follow, that the death of 
Chriſt is the conſideration of our forgiveneſs, with: 
reſpect to tranſgreſſions of the moral law, as the Jews: 
iſh ſacrifices were the conſideration of their forgive- 
neſs, with reſpect to tranſgreſſions of the ceremonial. 
and political law; and, conſequently, that our Lord 
y5 a real ſacrifice for ſin, when he offered up fim 
* 
4 That the rites of the 3 law were intends. 
ed to e the manner of our redemption by 
Chriſt, is, I think, put beyond all doubt in the epiſtle 
to the Hebrews. For, not to mention here the many 
inſt ances in which our redemption correſponds with 
thoſe legal rites, as enumerated in that epiſtle, from 
whence one might reaſonably infer a deſigned repre- 
ſentation ; we. are expreſsly told, that the /aw had a. 
ſhadaw of good things to come, chap. x. 1. Not a ſha- 
dow compared viib t hoſe things, (which is undoubt- 
edly true, though not the truth here intended) for 
that might have been ſaid of any thing unſubſtantial, 
though it had not the leaſt reſemblance of them, and 


is a very different expreſſion from that of the apoſtle: 


His words plainly i intimate a reſemblance ; for he adds, 
and not the very image of the things, which words con- 
vey no meaning unleſs we ſuppoſe him to be ſpeak- 
ing of a reſemblance,* The whole ſentence points. 
| out 


(0 By a * 1 1 is not macs. that the 
« Whole apparatus of the Jewiſh tabernacle and temple, was 
« typical of the goſpel ſcheme. Throughout the epiſtle to 
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out the imperfection Foo Adams which the le- 
gal rites afforded of good things to come, by a me- 
taphor taken from the art of painting; the former 
exhibited but the ſlcetch or outlines, and not a finiſh- 


ed portrait or complete picture of the latter. The 


apoſtle uſes the term ſbadotu in another place, in con- 
junction with a word which. likewiſe fixes its mean- 
ing; The prieſts that offer giſis according to the law 
ſerve unto the EXAMPLE and SHADOW of -beaventy' 


_ things, chap. viii. 4,5. The ſame inſpired writer ſays, 
Ori is not entered into 1he holy places made with 


hands, which are the Fi1GUREs of the true, chap. 


ix. 24. which expreſſes, with ſufficient clearneſs, the 


typical nature of the ceremonial. law; and that no 
qvubt might remain of the intention to prefigure by 
theſe rites, he informs us, that the firſt tabernacle 
F was a figure FOR THE TIME THEN PRESENT, | 
ver. 9. which could not have been ſaid of it, had it 
not been intended to prefigure things then future. 
But the evidence of this matter is not yet exhauſt - 
ed; for we are farther aſſured, that this prefigura- 
tion was deſigned by God himſelf; for the Apoſtle, 
ſpeaking of the high-prieſt entering into the holy 


ee the Hebrews, the two ſchemes of Moſes and Chrift are 


© compared, and the preference given, .as in juſtice due; to 
«© the latter.-- But the Apoſtle never once. intimates, that the 
ce one diſpenſation was a type of the other. All he ſays is, 


te- that the religious ſyſtem of the Jewiſh legiſlator, when 


de compared with the nobler one of Chriſt, is no more than 
& a ſhadow compared with the ſubſtance.” Mr Graham's 
ſermon, intitled, Repentance, the only Condition of final Ac- 
ceptance, p. 9 4 . | oh 

+ St Paul uſes the ſame form of ſpeech in his epiftle to the 

_ Coloſſians; wherein, ſpeaking of the ceremonial ordinances 
from which Chriftians are delivered, he ſays, Which area 
ſhadow os things to come] but the boi is Cbriſt. Chap. ii. 

17. 25 


a= 4 


. % a 
of hblies but once a 3 the reaſon of it in theſe 
plain words, THR HOLY GHOST THIS SIGNIF Y+ 
IN G, that the way unto the holieſt of all was not yet 
made manifeſt white as the: firſttabernac le was yet ſtant 
, chap. ix. 8. And we are alſo informed, that 


"Moſes was inſtructed” concerning the typical nature 


of the ceremonial law by a divine admonition, The 
prieſts that offer gifts according to e lau. ſerve unto 
the example and 23 of beaventy things, as MoskEs 
WAS ADMONISHED OF GOD WHEN HE WAS 
"ABOUT TO MAKE THE TABERNACLE, Chap, viii. 
5. Thus the doctrine of atonement for ſin by the 


death of Chriſt is demonſtrated to be a doctrine of 


divine revelation ; for no terms can be found in lan- 
guage more clear and expreſs, than thoſe which are 
uſed to declare the «prom nature of the ceremonial 
Jaw. 

II. I might here ae the poſitive proof of 
the doctrine I am defending; but as the prieſthood 
and ſacrifice of Chriſt are largely treated of in the 
epiſtle to the Hebrews, and we have, therefore, 
a good opportunity of learning, whether the inſpit- 
ed writer uſes theſe terms in the proper Or figurative 
ſenſe, I ſhall take notice of ſome of the principal 


paſſages which ſerve to fix their meaning. 


The Apoſtle detines, with great perſpicvity, the 
term prieſt in its proper ſenſe. A prieſt is one who 
is ordained for men, in things pertaining to God, 
that he may offer buth gifts and ſacrifices for fin, 
Heb. v. 1. But the deſcription which is given 
of our Lord's pricſthood agrees with this: 
here ſore in all things it behoved him to be niade 
like unto his brethren, that he mig bt be @ mer- 


ciſul and faithful high-prieſt in things pertain- 
W to Cod, to make reconciliation for the fins of 


the 


_ 4 Wb 
: a 7 chip: i. 17. And therefore, — 

is a real and proper high-prieſt, becauſe he has the 
eſſential characters of one. To this office he was 
ſolemnly inſtituted by God; for as no man taketh 
this honour unto himſelf, but be that is called of. God, 
'as was Aron © So alſo, Cbriſt glorified nat himſelf 
to be made an high-prieſt ; but he that ſuid unto him 
ou art a prieſt for ever after the order of Mel. 

e Wer, 45. 

The reality of Chriſt's prieſthood i is likewiſe af 
ehtained by the declaration, that it was after the order 
"of Melchizedec, who was, in the moſt proper ſenſe 
of the words, prieſt of the Moſt High God; for if 

our Lord's prieſthood was after his order, it was 
alſo real, aud not figurative. 
The A poſtle, ſpeaking of the imperfection of the 
Levitical hefthood! and of its giving way to the 
prieſthood of Chriſt, ſays, The priefthood being 
changed, there is made, OF NECESSITY, @ Change 
alſo of the law, chap. vii. 12. Now this argument 
requires, that Chriſt be a true high-prieſt, other- 
wiſe there was no need that the law ſhould be 
changed ; for there were figurative prieſts under 
the law, as well as at any other period, that is, per- 
ſons who offered the ſpiritual ſacrijices of prayer 
and thankſgiving unto God; nay, the whole Jew- 
iſh nation is called, in this ſenſe, a kingdom of prieſts, 
Ex, xix. 6. and, therefore, the Apoſtle could never 
-have argned a change of the law from Chriſt's prieſt- 
hond, had it not been a real one. 
Our Lord is repreſented as being a more excellent 
prieſt than thoſe of the order of Aaron, in that he 
was ordained to the office with an oath; Thoſe 
prieſts were made without an oath ; but this: with an 
ho by him that ſaid unto him, The Lord ſware and 
will 
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will not repent, Thou art a prieſt for ever after the» * 
order of Melchizedec, chap. vii. 12. But if Chriſt: 
is only called a prieſt; becauſe he devoted his life to 
the ſervice of God, and died in defence of his doc- 
trine; to talk of his ſuperior dignity, in being con- 
ſtituted a prieſt with an oath, is to make a mere 
jingle of ſounds without a meaning. 
The ſuperior dignity of our Lord as a prieſt is 
likewiſe argued from other particulars, which prove 
his prieſthood to be real, and not metaphorical: 
As that he excelled the high-prieſts under the law, 
in having no occaſion to offer up a ſacrifice for his 
own ſins, but only for thoſe of the people. Such an 
 bhigh-prieft became us, —who needed not daily, as theſe 
high-prieſts, to offer up ſacrifices, firſt for his own' 
ſuns, and then for the people's, for this be did vnce, 
when he offered up himſelf, For the law maketh men 
high-prieſts which have infirmity ; but the word of the 3 
oath which was ſince the law, maketh the Son, who ts 
conſecrated for evermore, chap. vii. 27, 28.* Now, 
if Chriſt did not properly offer any ſacrifice for the». 
fins of the people, what can the inſpired writer mean 
by informing us, that he excelled the Jewiſh high- 1 
prieſts in not offering one for himſelf? The argue 
ment is important, and concluſive, if we conſider the . 9 
death of Chriſt as a real ſacrifice for fin ; on any o- 
ther ſuppoſition, the reaſoning is childiſh. - Ks 
The ſacrifice, which this great h:gh-prieſt of our: w 
Profe ſſion offered up for us, was'bimſelf, This ſacri- 1 
fice, the apoſtle informs us, exceeded in its expiatory 
virtue thoſe which were offered under the law, and 
therefore we are aſſured that it was a. proper one. 
If the death of Chriſt has no influence in procuring 
the remiſſion of our 2 but as it lcads us to repege =, 
of 


See alſo chap. v. 1, 2, 3. 


N T 9 


x f them, ten it bas no 0 expitrary* virtue at all, but 


only a tendency to promote that which properly EX= 
piates our guilt. _ But the apoſtle's reaſoning does 
by no means agree with this ſentiment : He ſays, 
<< If the blood of bulls and of goats, and. the aſhes of 


an beifer ſprinkling the unclean, ſanctifieth to the 
- 4 


A ao 


„ the blood of Chriſt, Who, through the eternal 
<c Spiiit, offered himſelf without ſpat to God, purge 
„ your conſcience from dead works to ſerve the liv- 

ing God,“ chap. ix. 13, 14. It is not good ſenſe 
to talk of the greater comparative efficacy of a ſacri- 
fice, which, as a ſacrifice, has no efficacy at all: nor 


* 


could it with: any propriety be ſaid, that if the blood 


of bulls was ſufficient to purify the fleſh, then the 


blood of Chriſt was much more ſufficient to purge the 


conſcience, unleſs the efficacy of the latter were of 
the ſame kind as that of the former. 
When the apoſtle would point out the dangerous 
condition of thofe who reject the Lord Jeſus as their 
Saviour, or, in his own emphatical language, who 
tread under foot the Son of Cod, he does it by re- 
minding us, that there is no other facrifice for ſin 
than that which our Lord made by his death. I we 
1 wilfully, after that we have re cei ved the knowledge 
* of the truth, there remaineth no mare ſacrifice for ſin, 


Chap. x. 26 Now, if Chriſt made no facrifice for 
ſin by his death, it is a ſtrange kind of reaſoning, to 
tell us there is no other: And if the term be applied 
to the death of Chriſt only by way of metaphor, 
then the aſſertion is falſe ; for there have been many 
beſides our Lord, who have offered their lives in the 


cauſe of truth, and for the good of mankind, which 
is all that the figurative uſe of the term implics. 
When the inſpired writers inform us, that ſome 


of the circumſtances of our Lord's death happened 
| through 


purifying of the fleſh; now MUCH MORE ſhall 
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3 an intention to conform to 1 Jewiſſs 


inſtitutions, they thereby affure_us, that they did 


not compare the death of Chriſt to thoſe inſtitutions: 


merely by way of alluſion, in order to reconcile man- 
kind to the notion of a ſuffering Saviour. For then 


the conformity would have been imaginary, or àcci- 
dental, which is inconſiſtent with an intentional one. 
But, on the other hand, an intention al conformity 
was neceſſary on this ſuppoſition, (and on this only) 
that thoſe inſtitutions were deſigned to be typical, 

and, therefore, an aſſurance of ſuch a conformity 


ſtrongly intimates that they were ſo. The bodies of 


thoſe beaſts, whoſe blood is brought into the ſanfuary 
by the high-prieſl for fin, are burnt without the cam 
WuUEREFORE F-ſus alſo, that he might ſanctiſy the 
people with his own blood, ſuffered without the gate, 
Heb. xiii. 11, 12, See hkewiſe John xix. 36. 

III. Before I proceed to anſwer the particular ob- 
jections made to the doctrine of atonement, I will 
conſider it in another point of view, from whence. 
we may like wiſe diſcern that it is founded on divine 
revelation. 

If Chrift died only to "PIG his Jodrive, ad to 
give us an cxample of patient ſubmiſſion to the will 
of God, then there is nothing different in the nature 
or deſign of his death, from that of any other teacher 


of Chriſtianity, who ſuffered in defence of what he 


taught. Paul and Peter, and all the martyred Chri- 


jan teachers, died for ns juſt in the ſame ſenſe as 
Chriſt died for us: & But this is inconſiſtent with the. 


ſeriptural account of Chriit's death. 
St 


® & The circumftantial account of the ſufferings and: 


- © death of Chriſt, in the 539 chapter of Iſaiah, might have 


« been the deſcription of any other good man in the ſame ſi- 

.“ tuation, with this only difference, that the moral effects of 

c it are repreſented to be more extenſive,” T heological Repo- 
tory, vol. I. p. * 


r 
* 
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St Paul, reproving the Corinthians for their con- 
tentious behaviour i in oppoſing the principal teachers 
of Chriſtianity to one another, and to Chriſt, en- 
deavours to rectify their conduct, by informing them, 
that they were to look upon all the miniſters of the 
goſpel as ſtanding in the ſame relation to them. 7 
hath been declared unto me, ſays he, that there are con- 


ientions among you that every one of you faith, I am of 


Paul, and I of Apollos, and I e Cephas, and I of 
Chriſt, 1 Cor. i. 11,12. Vo then is Paul, and who 
is. Apollos, but miniſters by whom ye believed, even as 


_ the Lord gave to every man © chap. iii. 57. Whereas 


he rejects with abhorence the thought of their being 
conſidered as ſtanding in the ſame relation to them 


28 Chriſt did. Was Paul crucified for jou? Or were 


ge baptized in the name of Paul? The apoftle could 
not mean in this paſſage, to make a queſtion whether 
he himſelf had been put to death, or to aflert, that 
if he died in defence of his doctrine, it would not be 
for their benefit; for he ſpeaks elſewhere of being 
offered up an the facrifice and ſervice of their faith ; 

but he evidently means to point out the difference 
of that relation in which Chriſt, and that in which 


their other ſpiritual teachers ſtood towards them = 
and gives this as a proof of ſuch difference, that 


Chriſt died For them. Now, if Chriſt had only died 
For them, in the ſame ſenſe that Stephen and others 
had already done, and that he himſelf. ſhortly was to 
do, to ſay that Chriſt died ? o R them, was giving no 
proof that he ſtood in relation to them diftin& from 
that of other teachers of the goſpel, —_ 

The apoftle, in other paſſages, infiſts 12 the 


particular relation which Chriſt bears to us, different 
from that of all other teachers of Chriftianity, As 
in 2 Cor. iv. 5. We preach noi ourſelves, but Chri 14 
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Fe the Lord, * ourſelves your ſervants fo 74 70 
ale. If Chriſt was but a mere teacher of God's 
will, it will be difficult to make ſuch declarations 


conſiſtent with trath; for in that caſe, theapoſtles 


preached themſelves as much as they preach- 
20 Chriſt: And it will not be eaſy to find a good 
reaſon, why one preacher of the goſpel ſhould call 
himſelf the ſervant of thoſe to whom he preaches, 
for the ſake of another perſon, who was ſimply a 
reacher like himſelf. 

The ſcriprures conſtantly repreſent the death of 
Chriſt as having a peculiar reſpect to our forgiveneſs 
and reconciliation with God, and this is expreſſed in 
a variety of phraſes, We are ſaid to be juſtified by 
his blood; —reconctled to God by his death, to have 
redemption through his blood, even the forgiveneſs of 
ſin, to be Per fected through his offering, &c. Let 
not one word is ſpoken concerning any ſuch relation 
which the death of the martyrs bears to us, altho” 


frequent and honourable mention is made of them. 
St Stephen and St James had ſuffered death in de- 


fence of Chriſtianity, as well as our Lord, before the 
writings of the New Teſtament were finiſhed; and 


a very particular account is given of the behaviour 


and ſufferings of the former, who, according to the: 


Socinian ſcheme, gave himſelf a ſacrifice for us, pre- 


ciſely in the ſame ſenſe as Chriſt did; yet we have 
not the leaſt intimation that any were juſtified by the 
blood of Stephen, or that he bore our fins in his own 
Body, and made reconciliation for us : Nothing like 
this appears in the whole New Tefgament ; we are 


only commanded to be followers of their faith and 


patience. In the book of the Revelation by St John, 
the whole body of Chriſtian martyrs is repreſented 


as aſſembled act; many of theſe, without doubt, 


B 3 : | had: 


_— 


( 120) 1 8 


= bad been brought to repentance by the preaching 


and good example of others; and, therefore, ac- 
cording to the doctrine of Socinus, muſt have been 
_ juſtified by their blood; but nothing like this ſenti- 


ment appears; on the contrary, they are all ſaid to 


have waſh2d their robes, and made th:m white in the 
BLOOD OF THE LAMB, and on that account to be 
before the throne of God, Rev. vii. 14, 15. They, 
and all the reſt who attain eternal felicity, aſcribe 
their ſalvation to the Lamb, the influ:nce of whoſe 
death is declared to be of univerſal extent. They 
« ſung a new ſong, ſaying— Tlou watt fl:in, and 
s haſt redeemed us to God by thy blood, out of 
„ every kindred, and tongue, and people, and na- 
« tion, chap. v. 9. e 7 
Again, If the death and refurreRi: n of Chriſt are 
enly to be confidered as motives to our repentance, 
they could never have been declared in holy writ to 


be neceſſuryfor the remiſſion of ſins : for, if the re- 
miſſion ot our fins flows mercly from the mercy of 


God, without reſpect to any other cos ſideration than 
our repentance, then nothing elſe is nece ſry to our 


forgiveneſs. * Yet St Paul fays, If Chriſt be not raiſod 


(and, conſequently, if he has not died,) ye are yet in 
your, ſins, 1 Cor. xv. 12. Now, the Apeſtle could 
not have argued thus, if nothing but repentance was 
neceſſary to their forgiveneſs. He might, indeed, 
have ſaid, as he does in the preceding verſes, If Chri 
be not ri ſen, aue are Fund fulfe witneſſes of Ged, 
becauſe we have teſlified of God, that. he raiſed up 
5 855 | f Coriſt 2 

e It is only. neceffary,” (in order to underſtand how we 
are juſtified reugb the. redemption avhich it in Chrift: Neſus.) 
to ſuppoſe chat oui redemption, or deliverance from the 

« power of ſin, ie our repentance and reformation, with- 
cout which there is no promiſe of. pardon, is promoted by tle 
0 goſpel of: J; ſus Chriſt.“ Triumph of Z. ruth, P. 2.46. N 
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ration, if no ſuch conſideration was nec ſſary to 


Chriſt but he could not add, that the rent ſſicn "of 
their ſins was af cted by the failure of this conſide- 


that remiſſion. On the contrary, if Chriſt be con- 


ſidered as our high-prieſt, appointed to offer a facts 
fice for ſins, and to 11ife again that he might enter tle 
halieſt with his own blood, there to appear in ils 
preſence of God for us, theh there is ſore propriety 


in the aſſertion, that if Chriſt be net rait we are 


yet in oui fins; becauſe the want of his reſurrectien 
would prove that he had failed in the exe: mion of 
his office, and, conſequently, that his ſacrifice was in- 
ſufficient to make atonement for trenſgicſſians. 


Laſtly, If forgivencls is granted to penitent ſin- 


ners without any refpe to the death of Chriſt, we 
ought to have no reſpect to it in aſking forgiven. is 
at the hands of God. But if we are commanded to 


come to God through the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and onr 


views are directed to his mediation while we implore 
the divine favour, then is pardon granted with a re- 
ey to his mediation. * | 


We are commanded to pray 27 the name of Chriſt, 


which ſurely intimates, that we ought t© have a te- 


gard to him in our addieffes to God. bai ſoever 


ye ſhall aſi in my name, that will I de. that the Father. 


may be pleted? inthe Syn, John xiv. 13. It is allowed 


that this is one of the peculizrities ot Chriſtianity 3 


but to pray with the temper of Chriſt, as ſome inter- 
pret the expreſſion, is no peculiarity of Chriſtianity, 
for even natural religion teaches us, that we ſhould 


worſhip God with reverence, love, and ſubmiſſion ; 


which is all, | ſ1ppoſe, chat is meant by the mind „ 


 Chri/t 


® © When David. and other pe confels their fi fins, 
« and intreat for pardon, they refer themſelves to the divine 


4. mercy ory, without ſceming to have the leaſt idea of any 


thing farther,” Triumph of Truth, p. 21. 
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Lord at the end of our prayers, without meaning any 
thing by thoſe words, with ſuch an one, I OY 
it would be needleſs to argue. 

The peculiar regard which is due to Chriſt in our 
approaches to God, is clearly intimated in the firſt 
*epiſtle to Timothy. The apoſtle, after exorting 
that ſupplications, prayers, interceſſious, and giving 
of thanks be made for all men, adds, For there is 
one God and one Medialor between God and men, 
the man Cbriſt Jeſus, chap. ii. 5 Now, if by a 
mediator is only meant one who declares the mind 
of God to mankind, then there are as many mediators 
as there are inſpired teachers of religion.“ But the 
manner in which the apoſtle expreſſęs himſelf ſhews 
that Chrift is our mediator in a fenſe peculiar to him- 


felf, and the context leads us to underſtand the term 


in its moſt common acceptation, as expreſſive of one 
who treats with God on our behalf, as well as with 
us one behalf of God. 

It may be objected, that Moſes i is called a alle; 


Gal. in. 19. and, therefore, that it cannot be proved 
from the application ok this title to Chriſt, that he 


ſtands in any relation to us different from that in 
which Moſes ſtood to the people of Iſrael. In an- 
7 5 ſwer 


Doc A mediator, in the ſenſe of ſacred ſeripture, is ene be. 
« faueen God and the people; who declares to them the mind: 
of God, denounces judgements. upon the diſobedient, and 
«. proclaims pardon to penitent characters; and there being 
«© only two authentic revelations from heaven to our world, of 


, courſe, we read only of #avs mediators, employed to commu- 


« nicate the ſame to the people; and if there was to be a 
„ third revelation, there would alſo be occafion for a third 


40 WT &c, See Mr — 's ER before quoted;. 
p. * 


crit. If any one ſhould imagine, it is praying in 
the name of Chriſt, to ſay through Feſus Chriſt our 
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Arey to this I would obſerve, that Chriſt is not me- 
rely called a medigtor in this paſſage, but the ox E 
4 | mediator between God and men; a form of ſpeech _ 
g very different from that made uſe of with reſpe& to 
Moſes. Moſcs is likewiſe called 4 god, but ſurely 
the apoſtles ſolemn declaration that there is but 
ONE Cod would ſhew, that the title is applied to 
him in an inferior ſenfe, though the unity of God 
were taught in no other part of the Bible. And 
ſince our Lord is ſtyled the on E mediator in ſuch a 
| connection, we may with equal propriety conclude, 
that he. is our mediator in a ſenſe which can be at- 
tribu ed to no other perſon. 
| he author of the epiſtle to the Hebrews expreſs | 
I founds our boldneſs in addrefling the throne of 
grace upon the preſence of our compaſſionate high» | 
” prieſt in heaven; which proves that reſpect is due 
to him in thoſe addreſſes. Seeing then that we have a 
great bigh-priefl, that is paſſed unio the hegvens, Feſus 
the Son of Goulet us therefore come 222 unto the 
throne of grace, that we may obtain mercy, chap. iv. 
14, 16. And again in Chap. x. 19—22. Having 
therefore, brethren, boldneſs io enter into the bolieſt 
- the blood off Jeſus, by a new and living way which 
e hath conſecrated for us through the vail, that is ta 
fay, his fleſh ; and having an high-prieſt over the houſe + 
of God: let us draw near with a true heart, in Jul afſus 
tance of faith, &6. 
St. John encourages the true chriſtian to hope for 
pardon from the conſideration that he has a power= 
ful advocate with the Father, who is the propitia- 
tion for his ſins. My little children, theſe things 
write I unto you, that ye fin net : And if any man 
fin, we have an advocate with the Father, Je ſus 
Chriſt the righteous ; and he is the frefiliation for 
Wo aur 


— 


© ( 4) 

our ur finr, 1 John ii. 1, 2. The apoſtle, in this Pat "4 
fage, i is evidently attempting to remove the diſcour- |} | 
agements with which ſincere chriſtians may be f- oY 


; flicted, under a ſenſe of the manifold defects of their | ” 
> obedience - and the argument he propoſes for his "yt 
purpoſe is expreſſed i in terms ſo plain, that no ſub- 50 
tilty of criticiſm, one would think, could ever ſer 8. 
aſide the obvious ſenſe of it: The different parts of N A 

3 this paſſage fix the meaning of the principal terms in * 
4 ſuch a manner, that to alter them from their muſt = 


obvious ſignification, is to render the whole ſentence 
obſcure or unintelligible. For ſhould it be ſaid, that 8 
the word here rendered advocate ſometimes ſip orifies 


«„ a6 WE 
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Wo 4 comforter, the expre ſſion with the Father ſhews = 
= that it cannot mean ſo in this place, Our Lord pro- 8 f 
1 miſed that he would ſend the Holy Ghoſt to reſide IF ,, 
of as a comforter 201 all his true diſciples, but to tell 4 
= & 
1 ſuch that if they fin they have a comforter with the My 
.N Father, is, in my apprehenſion, to talk uninteligi- 25 
=. bly. But the following verſe clearly determines the 

oy ſenſe of the paſſage; for this aſſures us, that Chriſt mue! 
15 is our advocate with the Father, as being the propi te- ſion 
* «tion for our fins, and therefore he is here very em- PoE 
is pharically ſty led J. ſus Chriſi THE RIGHTEOUS * "I 
1 : Such T 
i {8 * Mr Graham ſays, in bis Jeities; p- 45. that * the Greek. doct 
* « word Azc@os,” (propi: iation) * is never uſed by the ſacred Fam 
138 « writers in the ſenſe of rendering God propitious.”” The word his / 
78 h, i is perpetually uſed in the Septuagint for * the f 
j 'T 2 atonement, in conformity to which ſenſe of the word, the phraſe wy 
+2 Ng Tips THY apeaprior 1wsvs, which is twice applied to our JEDI 
„ Lord in St John's firſt epiſlle, cannot be more jultly trauſlat - my 
4.71 ed than by the propitia'ion, or propitiatory ſacrifice for our fins, ey 
* In the epiſtle to the Hebrews alſo, Chriſt is ſaid to have be- wh 
' come. our high prieſt. 4 TO A οιν,xᷓ¶N , TAC auagriac 10 Ac u, 70 * 

po 


expiate, or make reconciliation for the fins of the people, chap. ii. 
17. So that whatever is meant by making atonement, —_ + 
; muc 


Sach are the inſtructions given to penitent believers 


in the goſpel, and in them we may diſcern both the 
truth and importance of the doctrine of atonement 
for ſin by the death of Chriſt. Were the Socinian 
hypotheſis true, ſuch directions could have no place 
in the inſpired writings, ſince they are ſubverſive of 
what that ſyſtem accounts the true goſpel of Chriſt. 
IV. Let us now take a view of the principal ob- 
jection, made to the doctrine of atonement, and con- 
ſider whether they are ſufficient to overturn the ar- 


guments propoſed in defence of it. 


1. The author of the Appeal aſſorts, * that it is 


impoſſible to reconcile this doctrine with thoſe ſcrip- 
tures, which ſpeak of our being juſtified freely by the 
grace of God, and that ** the We of divine 
© mercy. to the penitent are all abſolute, without 
“ the moſt diſtant hint of their having any reſer- 
e ence to any conſideration on which they are Ms 


1 Plalm IXxxvi. 5. D.n. ix. 3 "oF 
It 


much is „ that Chriſt is that with reſpect to the remiſ- 


ſion of our tranſgreſſions of the moral law, which the Jewiſi 


propitiatory ſacrifices were with reſpect to the tranſgreſſions 
of the ceremonial law. 

. 

The arguments which our author has urged agaluſt the 
doctrine of atonement in his Appeal, Triumph of Truth, aud 
Familiar Illuſtration, he has treated rather more diffuſely in 
his Eay on the proper end of the death of Chriſt, contained in 
the firſt volume of the Theological Reprſitory But as the three 
former tracts are our author's lateſt publications on the ſub- 
ject, if I miſtake not, and as in them his ſentiments are ex- 


preſſed with more conciſeneſs than in the Theological Repo - 
ſitory, I have only referred to the latter with reſpect to thoſe 


arguments which are not contained in the N Indeed, I 


did not know that all the above mentioned treatiſes were com- 


poſed by the ſame author, until 1 had written a confiderable 
part of this defence. 


+ Triumph of Truth, p. 20. h : 
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It is granted, there are in the ſcriptures many de- 
clarations of mercy, which do not mention an atone- 
ment as the conſideration on which pardon is grant- 


ed; there are likewiſe many, which neither mention 


an atonement nor repentance itſelf; bur it will not 


follow from thence, that either the one or the other 
is unneceſſary. It we. deſire to know the whole coun- 
ſel of God reſpecting us, we muſt take into conſider- 
ation the whole of divine revelation; and I ſubmit 


it to the candid reader to determine from the ſcrip- 
tures already quoted, whether there are not ſome 
. declarations of ine mercy to the penitent, Which 


contain more than a diſt int hint of a conſideratihn of 
pardon diſtinct from our own penitence. If pardon 
3s granted to all who come unto God through Jeſus 
Chriſt in the way he has appointed, that pardon is 
certainly as free with reſpect to us, as if there were 


no mediator between God and man; and the Ami- 


nomian, who aſſerts there is no condition of pardon 
required of us, is as much ſupported in his opinion 


by the declarations of Hee- grace, as the Socinian, 


who aſſerts there was no condition performed by our 
Mediator. The inſpired writers of the New Teſ- 
tament ſaw no more contradiction between the free- 
neſs of God's grace, and the propitiation made by 
the death of Chriſt, than the reſt of the Jews did 
between the noodnefs of God in remitting their of- 
fences againſt the ceremonial law, and the efficacy of 
thoſe ſaorifices, which were the appointed conſider- 
at ion of that remiſſi n; or than the Socinians do be— 
tween free- grace, and the neceſſity of repentance as 
the condition of pardon. That remarkable paſſage 
in Rom. iti. is ſe full to this. purpoſe, that by there 
were no other in the Bible, it is ſuFcient to deter- 


mine this matter. For all have ſinned, and come 
| ort 


2 


— 


8 


o 


« by his grace, through the redemption that is in 


* 


U 


Jeſus Chriſt : whom: God hath ſer forth to be a 
« propitiation, through faith in his blood, to de- 
« clare his righteouſneſs for the remiſſion of ſins 
& that are paſt, through the forbearance of God, to 
„ declare, I ſay, at this time his righteouſneſs ; that 
e he might be juſt, and the juſtifier of him that be- 


R Br 


ce heveth in Jeſus.“ ver, 23-26. The apoſtle, in this 


paſſage, treats expreſsly on the method of our juſti- 
fication before God, which he affirms to be through 
the redemption that is in Feſus Chriſl ; and he like- 
_ wiſe points out the reaſon of this method, at the 
righteouſneſs of God might be declared, or demon- 
ſtrated ; that he might appear to be juſt whilſt 
he juſtifies the believer in Jeſus. Here we have the 
whole doctrine of atonement conciſely delivered to 
us, and all attempts to take off the force of this ſcrip- 
ture, as a proof of that doctrine, deſtroy the antithe- 


ſis which is evident in the paſſage, and, in my opi- 


nion, make the apoſtle's arguing to be flat and trif- 
ling. The forbearance of God in the remiſſion of fins 
that are paſt is oppoſed to his righteouſneſs, which is 
ſaid to be declared by this method of forgiveneſs ; and 
this oppoſition is a principal branch of the apoſtle's 
argument, for he repeats and lays a particular ſtreſs 
upon it, to declare, T ſay, at this time his righteouſneſs, 


that he might be juſt, and the juſti er of kim that be- 


Hiebl in F-ſus.* Our author, and others, who by 


the. 


8 *The author of the ///uftration tells us, that the word here 
rendered propitiation, ought to have been tranſlated mercy-ſea? : 


but he does no! extend his criticiſm on the tranſlation to the 


whole of the paſſage. Though I think the tranflation of this 


text ſufficiently accurate to ſhew, that the ſeope of the apoſtle's 


arguing is inconſiſlent with a denial of the doctrine of atone» 
| ment; 


ſhort of the glory of God; being juſtified freely 


the 71ghtzouſneſs or juſtice of God mentioned here, 


would have us underſtand his goodneſs or mercy, mult ( 
give ſome good reaſon for ſuch an interpretation be- t 
fore it can be admitted; as the inſpired writer him- [ 
ſelf, in this very epiſtle, makes a diſtinction between 1 
the terms r7ghteous and good. Scarely for à x H c 
Ti FE Os (o juſt) man will one die, yet peradventurs I 
If for a 6 00D man ſome would even dare to die, chap. 0 
1 v. 7. When the apoſtle, in the context to the paſ- £ 
i3 ſage above quored, declares that we are juſtified by c 
faith, and not by the works of the law, I cannot ſup- 
poſe, as our author does, * that he only intended . 
to oppoſe the doctrire of the Jews, who main- < 
- £6 rained that the oblervance of the Jaw of Moſes was 0 
4s abſolutely neceſſary to ſalvation;“ becauſe it is , 
bY 5 , ige, 

ment; yet, in my opinion, the original ſets this in a much \ 
ſtronger light than the Engliſh tranſlation, which does not 0 
clearly expreſs the ſenſe of that very material ſentence in the t. 
paſſage, Sis Tyv raten Toy Tpoytyororay Apaprnfaruy, which I fi 
ſhould imagine might with more propriety be rendered, 5 

becauſe, or on account of the paſſing by of ſins committed afore- | 
time The 25th and 26th verſes ought, I think. to be tranſſat- ſi 
ed in ſome ſuch way as this; Whom God hath jet forth to be a e 
propitiatory (or mercy-ſeat ) through faith in his Slood, for àa de- B 
monſtrat ion of his righteouſne/,. becauſe of the paſſing by of fins 1 
committed aforetime, through the forbearance of God : For a de- 
 montftration, I ſay, of his righteouſneſs at this period, that he a" 
might be juſt, Se. The ſenſe of the apoſtle will then appear 9 
to be, That God, in ſetting forth Chriſt as our propitiatory or "a 
mercy-ſeat, by whom we have acceſs to God through faith in 1 
his blood, hath given at length the moſt clear demosſtration =” 
of his righteouſneſs or juſtice, which might appe ar to ave 1 
been obſcured by his having hitherto, in his great long ſuffer- Ln 
ing, paſſed by the ſins of men, without affurding a ſufficient 1 
ditp!ay of his hatred to fin, or ſuch a difplay as is now. made "2 IM 
by the manifeſtation of our Redeemer. Sce a farther illuſtra- re 
tion of this paſſage, in a book intitled Z2/us Cbriſt the Medi- fo 
Alter; Ke. p. 88. e BI 0 


.* T/luſtration, p. 5 ++ 


added, Do we then make void the lau through faith ? 
God forbid; yea, we eflabliſh the law. 'Which word 
can only be ſpoken of the moral law; for the apoſtle 
did not eſtabliſh the law of Moſes by preaching faith 
in Chriſt : On the contrary, he made it void, or de- 
clared it to be abrogated: Whereas, the moral law 


is eſtabliſhed by this doctrine;; its juſtice being moſt 


clearly ſhewn by the propitiation made for our tranſ- 
greſſions of it, and obedience moſt effectual ly ſecur- 
ed by a true faith in Chriſt Jeſus. 7 4 


2. Can we with for a more diſtin, and perfect 
<< repreſentation of the manner in which God for- 
6e gives the ſins of his offspring of mankind, than 


& out Saviour has exhibited to us in the parable of 
the frodigal ſon. Appeal, p. 19. . 
The deſign of this parable, as the context ſhews, 
was to reprove the Jews for their unreaſonable con- 
duct, in objecting to our Lord's molt gracious atten- 


tion to notorious finners, and his kind reception of 


ſuch upon their repentance ; and to teach us with 
what kindneſs we ought to behave to all repenting 
_ ſinners, when they return to the path of duty, how- 
ever profligate their former conduct may have been. 
But whether the doctrine of atonement be true or 
falſe, cannot be determined from this parable, as the 


apparent deſign of it has nothing to do with this 


queſtion. The parable proves that God is merciful ; 
and [ ſhould ſuppoſe, that the appointment of a way, 
whereby ſinners may obtain forgiveneſs from his 
hands, does not infer that he is unmerciful, Expo- 


ſitors of ſcripture thould be very cautious of deduc-_ 


ing any doctrine from a parabolic repreſentation, 
but what appears to be deſignedly enforced by that 
repreſentation : without this caution the moſt ab- 
turd opinions may be, and, indeed, too often have 
been, urged from theſe parts of holy writ. 
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2. 
3. fe To 19 chat 8. tb Feder provided an 
+ atonement for his own offended juſtice is, in fact, 


to give up the doctrine, - If a perſon owe me a 


“ ſum cf money, and I chuſe to. have the debt diſ- 
charged, is it not the ſame thing whether! remit 
the debt at once, or ſupply him with money 


 &. herewith to pay me!?“ Triumph of Truth, p. 21. 


This argument is founded upon theſe ſuppoſitions, 


that our fins bear no other relation to God than that 
of debts to a creditor, and that to make atonement | 


for fin is the ſame kind of tranſaction as to pay a debt; 
but till theſe ſuppoſitions are either allowed or prov- 


ed, no argument can be grounded upon them. As 
5 obedience i is ſomething that we owe to God, our fai- 
lures herein are ſometimes, with great ꝑropriety, cal-· 


led debts: in the ſcriptures. Bur it is very evident, 


that the ſacred writings do not only repreſent God 
as our creditor, but likewiſe as our moral governor © 


And it muſt be acknowledged by every reaſonable 


' perſon, that as he alone is acquainted with all the 
ends aimed at in the punithment of ſinners, he is the 
ſole judge of the propriety of it in any caſe, and of 


the conſiderations or conditions proper ta be required 
in order to the remiſſion of our ſins. e 
4. lt can never be reconciled to equity, or an- 
ee {wer any good purpoſe whatever, to make the 
<<. innocent ſuffer the puniſhment of the guilty.” Ib. 
Nothing can be plainer, both from ſcripture and 
experience, than that many. ſuffer for the ſins of o- 
thers; and this is undoubtedly by the appointment 
of God, if he is the governor and judge of all the 
earth. Whether the appointment be oquſtedie or not, 
1 leave our author to judge for himſelf; the fact he 
does not deny. lt is allowed, "2 fays he, « that we 
ſuffer by the fin of n. 28 1 child may ſuffer 
e 


: 
* 
* 


«. tor. * And if theſe ſufferings are inflicted by 


God, acting the part of a judge, they are conſequently. 


penal. Theſe conſiderations afford a ſufficient an- 
fwer to any charge of injuſtice reſpecting the ſuffer- 
ings of Chriſt ; but, in truth, there is not the leaſt - 


foundation for ſuch a charge in this caſe; for the 1 


doctrine of atonement ſuppoſes, that the undertak- 
ing of our Redeemer to ſuffer for our ſins was per- 
fectly voluntary, and that he had full power over 
himſelf when he undertook the work of man's re- 
demption. 
5. If it had been incanſf ſtent wht the divine 
« juſtice to pardon ſin upon repentance only, with- 


© out ſome farther fatisfaction, we might have ex- 


«© pected to have found it exprefily ſaid t be ſo in 
« the feriptures; but no ſuch declaration can be 
produced either from the Old or New Teſtament. 


* All that can be pretended is, that it may be fer- 


% red from it.“ Ib. 

Whatever doctrine may be fairly inforind from 
feripinray demands our aſſent and practical regard, 
as much as if it was therein expreſsly declared; nor 
have we the leaſt right to find fault with the man- 
ner in which any truth is made known to us, or to 

"ay the leſs attention to it on that account. 

When our Lord argued with the Sadducees con- 
cerning the reſurrection, he ehofe to make uſe of a 

paſſage in the Old Teſtament, which proved this im- 
portant truth only in a way of inferenee: And if he 
thought ſuch a method of reaſoning to be concluſive, 
we have fufficient authority to think fo too. The 
declarations of ſcripture reſpecting the doctrine of a- 
tonement are, in my opinion, neither few nor ob- 

83 ſeure; 
Appeal, p. * e | 
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a <P * but of this the reader mult judge, when. he | 
has conſidered the paſſages quoted in defence of this 


doctrine, and others which I have taken notice of, 
that are contained i in the ſacred ſcriptures. _, 


|, Though good works are recommended to us 
ein the ſtrongeſt manner, it is never with any ſalvo 


or caution, as if they were not of themſelves ac- 
<<. ceptable to God.“ Ib. 

If our good works are 15 emſelves acceptable to 
God, in the moſt ſtrict ſenſe of the word, without 
any reference to the mediation. of Chriſt, what do 
the ſcriptures mean by telling us that t! hey are gc- 
ceptable through Feſus Chriſt © Te are an holy prieſt- 
Sad, to offer up ſpiritual ſacrifices ac CEPTABLE 
10 Go p THROUGH JEsus CHRIST, 1 Pet. ii. 

"By Him, therefore, let us offer the facrifice of 
2E to God continually, Heb. xiii. 15. The phra- 
fox by Chriſt, and acceptable through Chriſt, cannot 
mean, that our good. works, or ſpiritual ſacrifices, 
are to be done in the temper, or after. the conduct 
of Chriſt, for that is included in the very notion of 
their being good. We can offer no ſpiritual ſacri- 
fice to God, i. e. no true homage or ſervice, but in 
the temper of Chriſt : for the mind of Chriſt means 
nothing more than an humble, thankful, holy mind.; 


and the conduct of Chriſt is only another expreſſion 
for a righteous conduct: fo that, according to the 


Soeinian doctrine, all that can. be meant by a com- 
| mand 


„Mr. Graham differ widely AD this opinion, for he ſays, 
& There is not a ſingle text in all the New Teſtament, as far 
& ag.I can remember, that can, by any rules of juſt and ſober: 
« criticiſm, be retained in ſupport of it,” (the doctrine of a- 
tonement)-** There are only two that ſeem to look that way, 
« viz. Matt. xx. 28. He gave his life a ranſym for many; and 
&« 1 Tim. ii. 6. He gave himſelf a ranſom * all,” Letters 
on the atonement; 1 34s 
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135 obs to offer our Wirün A inters 51 5 Giri „% 
that when we are thankful to God we wü be thank 


| ful to him, and when we praiſe bins we mult give 
him praife. 

| To what I nd before: faid on this ſub; ect of ac- 

Eq ceſs to God through Jeſus Chriſt, I 88 here add, 


that holy perſons are repreſented | I fcripture as fland- | 
| ing in need of the blood of. Chriſt to cleanſe them 
J from fin, I we ſay that we have fellowſhip with 
; him, and walk in darkneſs, we lie, and do not the truth ; 
but if we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have 
fellowſhip one with another, and the blood of 25 
Cbriſt his ſon cleanſeth us from all fin, 1 John i. 6 


7. By walking in the light is undoubtedly meant, 

5 living in the true knowledge and fear of God; and to | 
E ſuch the aſſurance is given, that the blood of Chriſt 

.  eleanſeth them from all fin. Now, if the blood of 
. Chriſt bears no other relation to the forgiveneſs of 


fin, than that of any martyr who dies in the defence 
of the truth, & with what propriety can ſuch a decla- 
ration, as this text contains, be made to thoſe who 
are already in the favour of God? To make this 
reaſoning the more clear, let us — that one who 
| ſaw 
cc Chriſt being 2 man, who ſuffered and died in the beſt 


« of cauſes, there is nothing ſo very different in the occaſion - 
& or manner of his death; from that of others who ſuffered 


— “ and died after him in the cauſe of chriſtianity, but that their 
1 & ſuſferings and deaths may be confidered in the ſame light 
i with his,” Theological Repoſitory, vol. I. p. 39. 2 
5 I) he texts brought to prove this ſentiment are 2 Cor. i. 5. 
r Col. i. 24. Phil. iii 10. 1 Pet. iv. 13. Matt - xx. 23. When 
E the ſufferings which the perſecuted diſciples of Chriſt undergo 
14 for righteouſneſs ſake are called the ſufferings of Chriſt, the 
2 expreſſion 18 undoubtedly figurative, and the reaſons for ſuch 
1 a figure are very obvious, without ſuppoſing, that the ſuffer- - 


ings of Chriſt bear the ſame relation to the torgiveneſs of in, 
as thoſe of any perſecuted chriſtiau. 


e, Dan. ix. 26. 


ſtripes we are healed, &c. Ifaiah Mir. 


. 


to have been turned 


ſuppoſe, will allow, that fach an addreſs would have- 


been downright nonſenſe. And ſince, upon the So- 
cinian ſyſtem, the blood of Chriſt bears the ſame re- 


lation to our forgivench. as the blood of Stephen, we 
muſt make the ſame concluſion with regard to the 


apoſtle's language, or believe that Socinianiſm and 


Chriſtianity are, in this reſpect, oppoſite ſyſtems: „„ 


7. If any of the Jews had had the leaſt notion 


& of the neeeflity of any atonement for the ſins of 
©. mankind, they could not but have expected a if 


&« fering Meſſiah,; and yet it is plain that the very 
&« beſt of them had no fuch idea. Ib. p-· 22. 
It is equally plain, that the Jews org hu to have ex- 
pected a ſuffering Meſſiab, their own prophets hav» 
ing clearly foretold his ſufterings. After threeſtore 
ard two weeks ſhall Meſſiah be cut off, but not for him- 
He was wounded for our tranſe 
greſſions, he was bruiſed for our iniquities ; the chaſ- 
#ifement 0 of our peace was upon him, and with his 
Accordingly 
the Jews were often reproved for not expecting a 
ſuffering Meſſiah, and, on this account, charged with 
ignorance of, the ſcriptures. Thus our Lord re- 


buk ed the two diſciples who: were travelling to Em- 
maus; O fools and flow of heart to-beliexe all that the 


| e have RN - 1 not Chriſt to ab ſuffer- 


2 


* 


3430 
3 455 the martyr OR, ſtoned to death, ſhould have 
been induced by his conduct to conſider the doctrine 
which he taught, and thereby 
from a wicked courſe of life to the ſerviee of God. 
With-what proptiety could it have been ſaid ro ſuch 
an one, that if he walked in the light, as God is in 
the light, the blood of Stephen ſhould cleanſe him 
from all fin? Would ſuch language have conveyed. 
any ideas to the Chriſtian convert? Every one, I | 


— 


; 0 37 5 „ 
2 theſe things, "and to enter into bis "a Luke 


xXiv. 25. And again, he ſaid to the whole body of 
diſciples, Theſe are the words which I. fpake unto you, 
while I was yet with you, that all things-muſt be ful- 
filled which were written in the law of Moſes, and in 
the prophets, and in the tfalms concerning me,—Thus 
it 1s written, and thus it behoved Chriſt to ſuffer, and 
to ri fe again from the dead the third day. Ib. ver. 44, 
46. St Peter made the ſame declaration to the Jews 
in his preaching, after our Saviour's death: Theſe 
things which God before had ſhewed by the mouth of all 
bis propbets, that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer, be hath ſo ful 
filled, Acts iii. 18. And in the fame manner St 
Paul addreſſes them; They that dwell at Ferufalem, 
and their rulers, becauſe they knew him not, nor yet the” 
- worces of the prophet; which are read every ſabbath- 
kay, they have fulfilled them in condemning him, chap. 
iii. 27. So that the arguments againſt any part of 
our Lord's mediatorial character, which are drawn 
from the ignorance of the Jews reſpecting it, are 
evidently invalid, becauſe it abpean clearly that they 
did not know his real character. & 
9. Though our Saviour frequently explains the 
© reaſon of his coming, and the neccflity of his ſuf- 
« fering, it is never on any ſuch account,“ d 12, that 
of mak ing atonement. Ib. 
Our Lord appears to have paid ſome attention to 
the prejudices of the Jews, in the things which he 
ſpake concerning himſelf ; and the chief ſubjects of 
his preaching ſeem to have been thote which would 
a" : . | leg 


I am quite at a oſs how to reconcile this argument a- 
gainſt the doQtrine of atonement with our author's own ſenti- 
ments; for he frequently ſpeaks of the ancient predictions of 
| our Lord's ſufferings and death, without giving the leaſt in- 
timation that he thinks them ei ther unintelligible or obſcure, . 
See 8 Repoſitory, rol. I. p. 129, 341, XC. 


ES. 
lead them to receive him under his proper characterz ſac 


when all things neceſſary to aſcertain that character Cl 
were accompliſhed. He taught the truth to his moſt || 2 
intimate and faithful diſciples in a gradual manner, I g. 
as they were able to bear it; and profeſſed to them fre 
a little before his death, that 'he {till left many things As 
: unſaid, which he would afterwards: teach them by 1] 


his Spirit : I have yet many things io ſay unto you, but 
we cannot bear them now ; howbeit, when he the Spirit 
of Truth is come, he will guide you into alltruth.—He 
Jhall glorify me ; for he ſhall receive of mine, and 
Holl ew. 1t unto you, John xvi. 12, 13. We oughr, 
therefore, to look for theſe things in the writings of 
the apoſtles ; and we may reaſonably, conclude, that 
the truths referred to by our Lord were thoſe, which 
his ſufferings and reſurrection would make more 
Plain and intelligible. If then we find it declared 
2 the apoſtolic writings, that one deſign of our Sa- 
_ viour's death was to make atonement for fin, we 
| have no reaſon to doubt of the truth of this declara- 
tion, though our Lord had not given the leaſt inti- 
mation of ſuch a deſign. But many intimations of 
this were given during his abode on earth, though it 
was not taught ſo explicitly before as after his ſuf- 
ferings. At the-firſt introduction of our Saviour in- 
to his miniſtry, his great herald pointed him out as 
one who ſhould mike atonement for fin : Beho/d the na 
Lamb of God, who taketh away the fin of the world, | 
John i. 29.* This was a very uncouth ſimilitude, if 
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oy Chriſt took away our ſin only by his doctrine and ex- 1 
1 ample; for lambs never take away fin in this man- _ 
ner, nor in any her manner. but that of expiatory 1 

| ſacri 15 eri 

| The author of the Appeal dlaſſes this text 4 55 thoſe 80 

in which Cbriſt is repreſented as a F. Theological Re- ten 

poſitory, vol. I. p. 1 | tur 
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- ſacrifices; and St Peter intimates, that the death of 
Chriſt bore this relation to our redemption : Te 


were not redeemed with corruptible things as ſilver and 


gold, from your vain converſation, received by tradition 


from your fathers, but with the precious blood of Chriſt, 


As OF A LAMB without blemiſh and without ſpot, 


1 Fett i. 169 5 


Our Lord informed his diſciples, that-lie ſhould © 
give his fleſh for the life of toe world, John vi. 51. 
And added, Except ye eat the fleſh of the Son of man, 


and drink” his blood, ye have no life in you, ver. 53. 
This expreſſion is undoubtedly figurative, but the fi- 


gure is quite unnatural}, if Chriſt died merely as a 
teacher of divine truth; but if his death is to be con- 


ſidered as a ſacrifice, then the figure of feeding upon 


him is eaſy and familiar. Knowledge is often repte- 


fented, in metaphorical language, as the food of the 
mind; but the expreſſion of feeding upon the teach- 
er himſelf, merely as a teacher, was probably never 
heard of. St Paul ſays, / have fed you with milk, 


7. e. the moſt plain doctrines of Chriſtianity, and 


not with ſtrong meat, 1.e. the more obſcure; but he 
never talks of feeding Chriſtians with his fleſh and 
blood; nor do we find any declarations of St Peter's 


fleſh being meat indeed, and his blood @rink indeed. 


When our Lord, at the inſtitution of that ordi= 
nance, which was deſigned to perpetuate the te- 


membrance 


+ Should any one object, that the redemption here ſpoken 
of is from the power of fin, which was not the proper effect 
of expiatory ſacrifices, it ſhould be remembered, that a tue 


faith in Chriſt, by which we partake of the benefits of his ſa- 


crifice, is always attended with holineſs of life, and therefore 
our deliverance from the guilt and poxver of fin are always up · 
poſed to accompany one another, though one of them 1s of- 
ten ſpecified alone when our ſalvation is ſpoken of in ſerip · 
ture. | | | | 


, 


W e of bis gait iner us, that his Blood 


was ſhed for the remiſſion of ſins, and that the new co- 


venant was In or through his bloed, he ſurely gave an 


intimation, at leaſt, that his death bore the relation 


of a ſacrifice to us, and was the conſideration on 


which aur pardon is granted, according to the terms 
of 5 new covenant. 
9 When our Saviour deſeribes the proceedings 
65 of the day of judgment, he doth not repreſent 
£ the righteous as referring themſelves to the ſuf- 
«© ferings or merit of their judge for their juſt ifi. 


K * 


cation; and the judge himſelf expreſily grounds 


«jt on their good works only.“ Ib. 

The concluſion which our author means to eſta- 
bliſh by this argument is, that our juſtification is not 
grounded on the ſuffcrings or merit of our judge, but 
on our good works only. If this is his meaning, and 
I do nor ſee what elſe he can mean, he has argued as 


much againſt his own doctrine, as againſt that he op- 


ff or, ; for he tells us in his Appeal, p. 18, That 
no man who is a ſinner (and all men- have ſinned) 


can be juſti fed by his works, We all ſtand in need 


of, and mult have recourſe to, free- grace and mer- 
e cy. But our Saviour does not repreſent the rig h- 
teous as referring themſclves at the day of judgment 
to the free grace and mercy of God for their juſtifi- 
- cation, but expreſsly grounds it on their good works 
"only ; therefore, according to our author's way of 
arguing, men are not juſtified by free grace-and mer- 


cy, bat by their works only, The argument, which 


way ſoever it is turned, will appear to have no force, 
when we conſider, that the juſtification at the day 
of judgment is of a different kind from that about 
which we are now debating : It is neither grounded 
on the merits of our judge, nor on free grace, but 
. | on 


EIT oo . 5 
on 88 works 4 "Re is what eder ede wi 1 
4 great propriety call a declarati ve juſtification. We 
are juſtiſied properly, or in the Gol of God; as St. 
Püauf aſſures us, whenever with. a penitent heart we 
truly believe on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and this juf- 
i tification is through the blood of Chriſt, We are 
= juſtified dectaratively, or in the ſight of men, when we. 
fhew forth our faith by our avorks, as St-Jamesſpeakss - * 
Abraham, for inſtance, was juſtified in St. Paul's 
ſenſe of the word, when he beliæved God, he was 
juſtiſied in $t, James' s ſenſe, when he offered up Iſaac. 1 
Compare Rom. iv.withJames ii. Now, as the deſi gg 
of the laſt public judgment is not that God may M —_ 
cover what men are, in order to regulate: his. diſtri» 
bution of rewards; and puniſhments, but to he 
©. what men are to themſelves, and an aſſembled uni- 
verſe, and to reveal his righteous judgment; on 
which account that awful period is called he day of 
the REVELATION of the righteous judgment of God. 
Rom. ii.:5; ſo thejuſlification and condemnation of 
) men, which are then to take place, will be ſolely 
d 


. OE 1 14 


founded on that which demonſtrates hat they real- 
ly were in their ſtate of probation, namely, their 
works, tak ing the word in its moſt extenſive ſenſe; 
1 ſaw the dead, ſmall and great, ſtand before God, and 


: they were judged every man nn to Phetr works. 

> "as Xx 5 853 A4 

f 10. Though St. Peter, in his diſcourſe to the 

3 25 Jews. on the. lay of Pentecoſt, ſpeaks of their fin 

1 jn murdering Chriſt as of a heinous nature, he ſays 

' | © not a word of the neceſſity of any atonement — 

uf <« but only exhorts to repentance.” And , all the 

4 6 diſcourſes of St Paul upon various occalions; in 

J ce the book of Acts, are intirely moral.“ Ib, «A. 
* 145 ad were e that the apoſtles did not teach ne 
5 N b. Moth. -* 


— 5 N : a 2 —_ ” " 
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doctrine of atonement in any of thoſe few diſcourſes | «< 


- AS; 


of theirs which are recorded in the book of Acts, 

this would not afford a preſumption, much leſs a proof E 

A they did not teach it at all? It is evident, that FF « 

they delivered different truths at different times, and ee 

we may ſafely ſuppoſe, that in this they adapted their | 4 

_ diſcourſes to the ſtate of their hearers. - If we are 40 

N 3 this, or any other doctrine in holy writ, it 1 « 

niatters not in What part, or upon what occaſion.  « 

Let the Lord ſpeak, and it is our duty to believe 6 

and obey But it is not true, that all the diſcourſes e 

'of the apoſtles recorded in the Acts are intirely no- 4 

, if I underſtand our author's ſenſe of the word: 8 

For St. Paul, after having proved, in his ſermon at 4 

, Antioch, chat Jeſus was the Chriſt, and that the Jews 10 

= had eventually fulfilled all that was written of him, #- « 
on concludes with this application, Be it known un- « 
5 met pen, therefore, men and breten, that through | 44 
1 this man is preached unto you e forgiveneſs of | a 

„ ſins: And BY Hall that believe are juſtified | « 

« , from all things, from which ye could not be juſ- 4 

: 4 rified by the law of Moſes.” Acts xiii. 38, 39. « 

+ The ſame apoſtle gives this ſolemn admonition to - G4 
9 the elders of the church at Epheſus, take heed there- 4s, 
= are unto yourſelves, and to all the flock, over whichthe 4 

Letts "Hol Ghoſt bath made you overſeers, to feed the church 6c 

3 of God, WHICH HE HATH PURCHASED WITH 40 
HIs OWN' BLOOD. chap. xx. 28. And St. Peter, T 

W in his diſcourſe before Cornelius, ſpeaking of Chriſt, 1 

; | fays, To him give all the' prophets witneſs, that ( 40 

: . THROUGH HIS NAME, Whoſoever believeth in him «& 
| receive remiſſion of . 1s, Chap. K. 43. 4 
11. It is particularly remarkable, thatwhen Berl _ 


ce fices under the law are expreſsly ſaid.not to be 
e ſufficient for the pardon of ſin, we are never re- 


3 ferred to any n ſacrifice ; but to good 
K | 6 works 


_— p 


' 
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| & wor OY * „ib. Fer 4 A judge of n 
priety of this remark, when he has conſidered the 
following paſſage of ſeripture. „The law having a 
„ ſhadow of good things to come, and not the verx 


cc, make the comers therennto perfect: for then 

5 would they not have ceaſed to be offered; becauſe » 
605 that the worſhippers once purged ſhould have had 

te no- more conſcience of fins. But in thoſe faerifices 

« there js a remembrance again made of fins every 
605 year, For it is not poffible that the blood of bulls 

<«< and of goats ſhould take away fin. Wherefore, 

6 when he cometh into the world, he faith, Sacrifice 

« and offering thou wouldeſt not, but a body baſt 
thou prepared me: In dame e 
1 Mikes haft had no pleaſure : Then ſaid I, Lo, 
« I come (in the volume of the book it js written 
of me) to do hy will, O God. Above, when he 
„ faid, Sacrifice, and offering, and — 1] 
« and offerin g for fin thou wouldeft not, neither hadſt 
« pleaſure therein (which are offered by the law z) 
then faid he, Lo, I come, to do thy will, O God. 
He taketh away the firſt that he may eftabliſh the. 
&© ſecond. By the which will we are ſanctified, 
* through. the offering of the body of Jeſus Chrift 
once for all. And every prieſt ſtandeth daily mi- 
gniſtering, and offering oftentimes. the ſame ſacri- 
t fices, which can never take away fins: But this 
man, after he had offered one facrifice for fins, for 
* ever fat down on the right hand of God; from 
« thenceforth expecting till his enemies be made his 
| ** footſtoo}. For by one offering he hath perfected 
for ever them that are fanctified. Heb. x. 1—1 4. 
In this paſſage we are informed, that the ſacrifices 


under the law were inſufficient to take away 8 fins (in 
| the 
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image of the things, can never with #hoſe ſacrie 
< fices, which they offer year by year continually, 
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the blood of bulls and goats could not do, we are re- 
_ ferred to à ort d ing \ſuertfi ce, the offering of the 


for ever them that are ſanctified. So that the reverſe 
of our author's objection is aſſerted in the plaineſt 
terms; and if ſuch authority of holy writ cannot de- 
ride the matter, we need not wonder, that it 18 


Scripture. n 3 
In the Theolog 120 Repoſitory fovenal texts aro pro- 
| Wbehdtc prove,” that *© whenever the legal facritices 


_ **'proctrethie favour of God, the only thing that i is 
_* oppoſedto them, as of more value in the fight of 
Gd, is perſonal holineſs, good works, or moral 
* virtue, See See *Pfal; li. 16, 1 a ' Iſaiah jt 1120, 
„ Hof. vi 6. Amos v. 22 —27. en vi. he 75 
45. 2% Vol, J. p. 129. BY or (0 fe 
In order to dating: theſe,” 450 other tek 's to 
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„ _ a legal ſacrifices, and the relation they bore 

n le. Beſides, being « figure for the 

"Ade 1 e Geir of the great ſacrifice, which was to 

W for the ſins of the world, they were ap- 

„ 1 zemore the Aber; of thoſe various we. 
mr moni 


= 3 this ei from Ke Norte Micah, the 5th verſe 
78 omitted, ' which, in my opinion, directs us to the true mean- 
ing of the paſſage. O my people, remember now what 


« of Beor anſwered him from Shittim unto Gilgal, that ye 
% may know the righteouſneſs of the Lord. Wherewith 
« al come before the Lord,” & c. Balak was not reject - 
ed beeauſe bis ſaerifices were not ſufficiently rich or numerous, 
| but; becauſe he was defective in juſtice, merey, and the love of 

God : And the Jews. were put in mind of this, that they 

nigh ht not vainly hope to compenſate for their immoral con. 
d 


by the number of their expenſive offeringe. 


+ ſebſe of the E and doe this hien 


body of Jeſus Chriſt, which is ſufficient to perfect 


| 5 found-difficulr to R Nr re by | 


ale declared; by the prophets, to be inſuff cient to : 


00 ſme'purpoſe; it is nec Mary to conſider the de- 


« Balak king of, Moab 3 and what Balaam the ſon 


ccwniceggy vogocogrye SS e © 
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wilt of any moral offenee, eonfideted as ſuch, or free 


nent of God. They ſanctiſied to the purifying ß 
the Co uhh bur could not make Tre that ns the 4 68 


2 


2 . Whey were undoubtedly always ſuffi- 


hoy 1 2 ==> 3 64 So nf cient 
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* Thieſe EL however involuntarys, job; 2 aff 4 
90 turpitude, were branches of the ceremonial law, and; 


required an expiatory ſacrifice to make atonement, or remove 
the obligation to puniſhment: from the offender _ © IF a foul: 
N op any unclean thing, — and it be hidden fond him, he: 
<«-alſo ſhall be unclean; . and guilty, —- nd he ſhall bring his 
«: treſpaſs-offeriog,” Kc. Lev. v. 2, 6. The moſt ordinary 
puniſhment in theſe caſes was, excluſion from the public ordi- 
nances of God's worſhip. See Lev. xii; Kc. 

© + God entered into a particular covenanb with the peop le 
of Iſrael at Mount Sinai, and: there gave them a body © 
laws for their government as a nation. This conſiſted of 
the moral law; or ten commandments, together with a variety 
of ceremonial rites, and political injunctions. Temporal 
bleſſings and curſes were the ſanction by which this covenant 
was guarded. For ſome offences certain death das appoint - 
ed for others pardon was granted upon the offering of the: 
#ppointed-ſacrifice, for aithbul ſhedding of blied thera was no- 


remiſſion.” The efficacy of theſe ſacritices extended. no far - 


cher than-to the averting of thoſe temporal evils; which the 


tranſgreſſors of the law of Moſes were expoſed to. The Jews, 
therefore, were under the: moral law in two teſpects: it, As 


being God's general la w, which extends to all mankind; d 
2dly,, As being part of that particular law v hich God inſti- 


Oe: for thar-peopley. of whom he/ was, in. 2 5 iar. N 
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| ef uneleanneſſes, which prevented Hol wie - 
: vere. defied by them from all-acceſs to! God in his? 


blic'ordinances * Bat they could not remove the: 


offender from being obnoxious to the final Judge 
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—_ cient for thoſe purpe es for which they were inſt ia * 
=  cuted; and, therefore, when their inſufficiency ia 1 
taken notice of, it is in ſuch caſes only as their eſfi / ⁶ 
cCeacy was not deſigned to be extended 10; either thes | 
removal of moral guilt, or deliverance from death, 
in capital offences. When David was lamenting his 


= 


= adultery and murder, he ſays, T how de ſireſt not facris. 
= fice, elſe would I give it thee: thou deligbieſt not 3 
burmaffering : The ſacrifices of God are a broke; 
ſpirit, & 1 M li. 16,17. ; God did defire ſacriſio 
mn every cafe, for which he had appointed it, as 4 
plwain even from the words immediately following 
this quotation 3“ but this was not fuch a caſe, ano 
= therefore the Plalmilt acknowledges its inſufficiency.) 
= Ir is true, he only mentions the facrifice of :@ broker 
_» ſpirit, and à contrite heart as acceptable to God in 
this inſtance; but if he underſtood his on writings 
as his inſpired commentator, the author of the epiſtla 

to the Hebrews, did, he had ſome reſpect to than P. 
Prieſt after the order of Melc li zedec, of whom he 6 
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Thoſe paſſages in the Old Teſtament which ſpeak 0 
with ſeeming. contempt of facrifices, and other poſi- 00 
JJ / ut, abs £ 


the king and law-giser. Hence a tranfgreſſion of the moral} 2 
lau by a Je might be conſidered. in a twofold view. It might £ 
be an unpardonable offence againft the: Sinai covenants, and 0 
_ conſequently expoſe the offender to eapital puniſliment ; yet 0 
might be forgiven by God. as his final judge upon his true ra - 1 
pentance, and faith in the Meſſiah as then revealed. On the 
contrary, it might be a pardonable crime, and be actually for- 
given through the offering of the appointed facrifice ; and yet 
expoſe the ſinner, if impenitent, to the final judgment of Gd. 
Do good in thy good. pleaſure unto Zion; built thou 
« the walls of. Jeruſalem.: Then. ſhalt thou be pleafed. with 
the facrifices of righteouſneſs ; with burnt offering, and 
«© whole ol, ergy, : then ſhall they offer bullocks upon 
„ 1 © © > 


(i 


tive inſtitutions, were plainly' intended-to reprove 


the Jews, for thinking to make up for their: negle& 
of moral righteoutnefs, by the abundance. of their 


oblations,, &c. for when poſitive inſtirutions are thus 
uſed by the way of commutation for moral obedi- 
ence, they become an abomination in the Gghr of 
God:* Nay, whenever poſitive precepts really in- 
rerlere with thoſe of a moral nature, the preference 
is always to be given to the latter, as our Lord bath 
even in his diſcourſe concerning the fabbath, Mat. 
xii. On the other hand, it is equally plain, that le- 
gal ſacrifices were as much inſiſted upon in their pro- 
per place as any duty of moral obligation, and-the 
people were reproved by the prophets when they 
were defective in them. See Afaiah Xliii. 22—34. 
Mal. i. throughout, and chap. iti. — 10. N 
12. Many other things beſides the death of 
& Chriſt are expref-ly called ſacrifices by the ficred 
c writers; and if it be univerſally allowed that they 
« are fo called by way of allufion only, why may 
<< not the ſame be the cafe with the death of Chritt 
« alſo.“ Theological Repoſitory, vol. I. p. 131.— 
<< -Chriſt, being called a prieſt can occaſion no diffi- 
40 culty, when it is conſidered, that ordinary Chrif- 
« tians have frequently the fame appeltation in the 
% New Teſtament,” &c. Ib. p. 132, 
I have already ſhewn, 705 ſuch things are ſpoken 
of the prieſt hood and facrifice of Chriſt, as are ineon- 
ſiſtent with the metaphorical uſe of the rms, and | 


n * The aceount os Saule ae in the affair of ks A. 


malekites, 1 Sam. xv. and the reproof given him on that o- 
caſion, ſet this matter in a very clear light. Hath the Lord 
& as great delight i in burnt- er and ſacrifices, as in o- 
% beying the voice of the Lord? Behold, to obey is better 
than ſacrifice ; We to hearken than the fat of rams,” ver, 


L. 
LOS * 


* ö 
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) 
cat of bensldenee 0 belong to our Lord in the 
er ſenſe of the words. Where the terms in queſ- 
Abit are uſed figuratively, we arc'obliged to put this 
conſtruction upon them, either beeauſe the texts 
themſelves intimate their figurative meaning, or be- 
ciuſe other paſſages of feripture requite it. When 
the Whole Jewifn nation is called a kingdom of 


1 


5 . language as figurative, becaufe other ſcriptures: 
ga afffite us, that none could be real priefts under the 
Mofaic diſpenſation! but thoſe who were of the fami- 


_ Agen from real facrifices, by being called 
© 5$SptRITUAL ſacrifices, LIVING ſacrifices,” facrie 
71 4 _ * oF PRATSE, . I Pet. it. Fo. Rom. Kii. 1. 
1 Heb. xii, "5; but they are never called facrifices 
FOR SIN; by which, and other ſuch like epithets, 


by way of alluſon. 
132 We The death of Chriſt Enno "i ulidered 


«as a proper facrifice for fin, becauſe: many things 
«effential to fuch a ſacrifice” were? in fact, wanting 
4 in it.— According to the Jewiſh ceremonial law 
(from which we muſt borrow all our notions of 
«© thele things) it was primarily requiſi te, in every 
<«©{in-offering, that it ſhould be provided, and pre- 
d ſented by the ſinner; Chriſt, therefore, could not 
ee die as a proper aerifice for a finfal word , Except 
<«"the 15 had provided, and preſented him to he 
: ec ſaerificed, and alfo obſerved a variety of other 
4 forms, of which there is no trace in the hiſtory of 

1 a « the death of Chriſt. mg | « p. 143. 
= - The ſum of this argument is, that. nothing is 4 - 
1 ee, in the * tenſe of the word, which is not 
A 


jeſts, Exod. xix. 6. we are obliged to look upon 


of Levi. And the ſervices of Chriſtians are plainly 


f 1 5 facrifi &- of Chriſt 3 is diſtinguiſhed from thoſe 
: | things which have the term A to 1 merely 4 


wa 2. . 
4 panied EY all thoſe ceremonies, hich were 
? appointed for the. Jews by the law of Moſes : But if 
ſuch are not proper ſacrifices, they muſt only be g 1. 
rati ve ones, having that title applicd tothem in allu- 
ſion to real ſacrifices, - Now, 1 would beg leave to 
_ aſk our author, of what kind were the ſacrifſces of the I. 
| heathen world? They certainly were not acec 
nied with all the Jewiſh ceremonies; and yet Thin | 
be will ſcarcely ſay they were but figurative; He has 
| himſelf aſſerted, that © ſacrifices?” (in the proper 
ſenſe of the word) © (were as familiar to the Gentiles 
“ as to the Jews.“ Ib. p. 135. and if fo, what be⸗ 
comes of this argument agajnſt the ſacrifice of Chriſt 2: 
The true notion of a ſacrifice for Jin, ifl Tightly-un« 
derſtand it, is, that of ſomething devoted to death 
as the means of expiating guilt, or removing the 
© obligation to puniſhment from rhe offender.” - The 
efficacy of this depends intiiely vpon the appoints 
ment of God, and-is a diſtin conſideration. « - * 
2 8 35 The death and crucifixion of Chriſt was the 
« grand objection to the religion which the apoſtles 
_ preached.” It was ſtrongly urged both by Jews 
«(hd Gentiles. To the former it was a ſtumbling 
= block, and to the latter fooliſhneſs. It cannot, 
on therefore, appear ſurpriſing, that the apoſtles 
„ ſhould make uſe of all the means in their power 
to leſſen the force of ſo formidable an objection. 
And what could tend more to this purpoſe, chan 
to take every opportunity of ſpeaking of it in 
terms borrowed from the fewiſh ritual! The ſame 
5 method WAS equally calculated to ſt trick the Gen- 
4 tiles, to whom facrifices were as femiliar as the 
1 Jews.” Ib. p. 135. | 
When we conſider the Akri of the Sonic, 


that“ Chriſt taught * but the dictates of plain 
„ morality, 


\ 


$6. morality, — N good ſenſe ;?* . 5 thers 7 
. is nothing ne in the chriſtian ſyſtem beſides the . 
4 motives to virtue there exhibited; that. the 0 
1 6 New Tettament phraſeology, of Chriſt's ching for | 
5 « e Nearing ur ſons, and the like, imply no» | 

A ring more than barely fuffering in the cauſe of | 
© virtue and mankind ;* 1 that Chriſt fell a vic- i 
Fr tim to the licentiouſneſs of the nation he belong- | 


ted to, and the age he lived in; and that“ caſes 7 
<&. of this kind are not uncommon in the courſe of J h 
40 providence: -: Iſay, when we. conſider, theſe .A 
things, and ſuppoſe that Chriſtianity contains nothing Pe 
more than theſe ſentences imply, what is there in m 
the death of Chriſt that ſhould make it a Gena * 
block to the Jews, or foaliſhneſs to the Gentiles 5 
Surely there was no need that the apoſtles ſhould * 
take every opportunity of referring to the Jewiſh tl. ph 
tual, to make this doctrine be embraced by the learn= 3 ah 
ed Greeks and Romans, to whom the in of a mans * 
dying in the cauſe of virtue and mankind was quite 4 


familiar. It appears highly improbable, (to ſay the | b 
leaſt) that ſuch a repreſentation of the death of Chriſt 3 
ſhould have been treated as fooliſhneſs and a my- 


ſterious affair by the civilized Gentile nations, when 6 
caſes of this kind were not uncommon in the world, 
and were greatly applauded by them. And this con- 
eration affords a ſtrong preſumption, that the a- .. 
poſtles gave a different repreſentation of the death of 7 
Chriſt, with reſpect to the relation it bore to man- a 
kind. If the goſpel be only * the dictates of plain 5 
" morality and ſober ſenſe,” with the aſſurance DE 
: 25 that - 
"* Theological CEE wb. | p. 32. 6 
+ Mr Graham's. Seth, p-. 33s 
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be that the „ reſpeAtive effeats of virtue ne vice ſhall 
5 take place beyond the grave; what propriety 
tan there be in the apoſtle's repreſentation of it as 


ſomething © which the world knew not, a myſtery 


4 hidden from apes and generations, the wiſdom of 


“ God ina myſtery, which none of the princes of 


“% this world knew, nay, which the angels deſire t > _ _ /Þ 


6 look into?“ But that the Wor p, who in ile be- 


ginning was with God, and was God, ſnould take upon 


him our nature, and make himſelf a ſacrifice for us, 


that we might be reſtored to the divine favour, and 


partake of eternal felicity ; this is ſuch a diſplay of 


mercy and juſtice as deſerves all thoſe high expreſſions | 


which the inſpired writers beſtow upon it. 
- 15. © That the offering of an animal on the altar 
« as conſidered, in the law of Moſes, in the ſame 


wo 


00 light as any other gift or offering, and a ſacrifice 


4c for ſin, 2s any other ſacrifice, is evident from ſeve- 
£ ral circumſtances in their ritual, and ſeveral facts in 
„ the Jewiſh hiſtory.” 7. heological Re po ſitory, p. 
200, vol. I. The circumſtances and hiſtorical facts 


brought to prove this opinion, are theſe. 


'-(1.) In many cafes, when a perſon was not able 
4 to provide an anima! for ſacrifice, an offering of 


„ flour was accepted.“ Ib. 


This ſhews, that God prefers mercy to cries, 
and, therefore, in caſes of neceſſity, diſpenſes with 
the obſervance of his own poſitive inſtitutions z but 
does by no means prove, that ſacrifices for fin were 
only conſidered as gifts or preſents. The neceſſity 
of the ſhedding of blood in the ordinary conſtitution 


of the law, is ſufficient ro warrant the apoltle's de- 


claration, that without ſhedding of blood there is no re- 


miſſion ; eſpecially. as all defects in the particular ſa- 


crifices, which were not preſumptuous, were remedi- 
| ed 
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0 15 9 0 The Philiines; ese s tha Fu 
lin taking captive the ark of God; return it with 
$5. 8: preſent. of galden;mice and emrods, to make a- 


55 % tonement for chem, evidently, in the an of 2 
erißer e! Ib. IS 
"ad 1 author does not furely; lay: meh: ireſs on this 


argument. If the prieſts ang diviners of the Phili- 
ſtines thought fir to ſend their mice and emrods as a 
treſpaſs· offering, on account of the particular plagues 
inflicted on them, it will not follow, that the ſacrifi - 
ces for ſin inſtituted by God were deren in no 
4 light than that of preſents. s. 
(3) In che Jewiſh ritual the eeremoniesattend- 
« ing a ſacrifice for ſin did not differ in any thing 
material from thoſe that were uſed in any other 
< ſrerifice,”'&c. p. 201. Hence our author con- 
cludes, that there was nothing vicarious in the ſin- 
offering, and that the uſe and fi ignification of this-and 
| other f icrifices were the ſame. - - 7 882 
It is true, that in making the burnt-offering, and 
peace- offering, the offerer was commanded to lay 
his hand upon the head of the victim, as he did in 
making the ſin · offering; and the ſprinkling of blood 
wut uled © in them all; : Bat all this does not ſhew, 
that. the ſacrifices in which blaod was ſhed, (an- 
e ſwered exactly to the. uſe of preſents: in civil life,“ 
nor invalidate the proofs I have given, that ſacrifices 
for fin were the conſideration of forgiveneſs. The 
ule of the figns mentioned indicates, I think, that the 
afferer was conſidered as a ſinner in all theſe offer- 
ings, rather than as one who was merely making a 
preſent, to the Almighty, Our author, js, certainly 
Miſtaken when. he eas, It was not Wee Needle, 
j cc bur 
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> but the frieſt, that was ſaid in the O14 Teſtament. 
ei to make atonement :'? Ib. For nothing can be 
more expreſs than the declaration, that the ſacrifice 
made atonement. Te life of The fleſh is in the blood, 
and I have given it to you upon the altar to make an a- 
tonement for your fouls: for 1T 1s THE'BLOOD, 
THAT MAKETH AN ATONEMENT for the ſoul.” 
Lev. xvii. 11. Yet this does not contradict what is 
_ elſewhere ſaid of the prieſt making atonement ; for 
fince the blood only made atonement as ſhed by the 
prieſt according to the ritual, and the prieſt only 
made atonement by ſhedding the blood as directed, 
it comes to the ſame thing, whether the atonement 
be ſpoken of as made by the prieſt, or the lacrifice ; - 
for — are included in either expreſſion. 

(4.) © Whenever the writers of the Old Teſta: 
i ment treat largely concerning ſacrifices, it is evi- 
“dent, that the idea they had of them was the very 
% ſame with that which they had concerning gifts, 
or preſents of any other nature.“ Ib. p. 202. 
For the proof of this we are referred to the 5ath 
5 Plalm. Hear O my people, and I will ſpeak ; O Iſcael, 
and I will teſtify againſi thee : I am Ged, even thy 
God. I will nat reprove thee for thy ſacrifices, or thy 
burnt-o fferings, io have been continually before me. 7 
will take no bullock out of thy houſe, nor he 2-goats out of 
thy folds. For every beaft of the Foreſt is mine, andthe 
Cattle upon @ thouſand hills. I know all the foute of” 
the mountains; and the wild beaſts of the Field are 
mine. If [ were hungry JI would not tell thee; for the 
world is mine, and the fulneſs thereof. Will [ eat the 
Aeſb of bulls, or drink the blood of goats? Offer unto 
Ged thankſgiving, and pay thy vows unto the Moſt 
High; And call upon me in the day of trouble, I will 
nel ver r thee, and thou ſhalt 3 me, Ver. 7—15. 


The reader. muſt ; nada for hi himſelf, what ſort of proof 
this paſſage affords of our author's premiſſes. I con- 
feſs I can ſee no evidence in this plalm, that God in- 
ſtituted ſacrifices to be uſed as preſents are in civil 
life: On the contrary, the people are reproved, in 
my apprehenſion, for entertaining ſuch a notion of 
F ' them, and for thinking to compenſate by them for 
3 their neglect of moral duties. 1 agree, therefore, 
| intirely with our author in his remark ſubjoined to 
the quotation above given. So far did the heathens 
«© give into this idea of ſacrifices, as to imagine, that 
<< their gods did really feaſt their noſtrils, at leaſt, 


ed in the paſſage quoted above, ſeems to intimate 
«< the 1 of ſome ſuch groſs notion among 
the Jews.“ 2 

(J.) “ Sacrifice was not univerſally neceſſary for 


„ vyeral occaſions, we read of at tonement being made 
„ when there was no ſacrifice. Thus Phinehas is 


„ Ifrael by flaying the tranſgreſſors. Numb. xxv. 
13. Moſes made atonement by prayer only, 
% Exod. xxxii. 30. And Aaron made atonement 
« with incenſe. Numb. xvi. 46, 47.” Ib. 


the ſcriptural notion of mating atonement, namely, 
the removal of the obligation to puniſhment from an 


doing of ſomething available for that purpoſe. What 
Phinehas did is thus deſcribed in the 11th verſe, Phi- 
nehas hath turned away my wrath from the children of 
dſrael, while be was zealous for my ſake among them : 
This is repeated in other words in the 13th verſe, 
after the reward of his zeal had been mentioned, ” 
cauſe he was zealans for bis G. d, and niade atomenten 


fs 


<< with the ſmell of them; and the reproof contain- 


the purpoſe of making atonement; for, upon ſe- 


bs wh th ds ET re ge 


e ſaid to have made atonement for the children of 


The paſſages here quoted ſhews us clearly what i is 


offender; or, which comes to the ſame thing, the 


.. r 


5 | 
for the children of J ſrael. So that making atonement, 


and turning away God's wrath, are plainly fynony- 


mous expreſſions. When Moſes ſaid to the people of 
Iſrael, Te have ſinned d great fin, and now Iwill go up 


unto the Lord; peradventure I ſhall make an atonement 
for your fins by making atonement he undoubtedly 
meant, averting.the puniſhment due to their fin, So 
when Aaron rar into the midſt of the congregation with 
fire taken from the altar, and incenſe thereon, he made 
atonement for the people, that is, he did ſomething 
which averted the wrath of God, or ſtayed the plagne 


begun among them. In theſe extraordinary caſes, 
extraordinary methods of making atonement were 


accepted; but this does not at all affect my argu- 
ment, which is built upon the clear declarations of 
holy writ, that the ſtanding appointed method of 
mak ing atonement under the ceremonial law was by 


facrifice, and that this was typical of God's method 


of forgiving offences againſt the moral law, made 
known more fully under the goſpel diſpenſation. 

It. may not be amiſs in this place, to direct the 
reader $ attention to the manner in which this author 
oppoſes the doctrine of atonement. He firſt proves, 


as he apprehends, that the death of Chriſt is no pro- 


per or real ſacrifice for ſin, nor the antitype of the 
Jewiſh ſacrifices; but that it is called ſo merely in a 
iigurative ſenſe, by way of alluſion to the Jewiſh ſa- 
crifices, becauſe Chriſt red himſelf to God for the 
good of mank ind; that we make the ſame kind of ſa- 
crifice as Chrilt did, when we yield our bodies living 


ſacrifices in God's ſervice, or offer him the ſacrifice 
of praiſe, or lay down our lives for the brethren ; and 


of .conſequence, that the ſacrifices under the law, 
were tranſactions of a nature quite different either 
om our prayers, or Chriſt's death, 


After 


\ 


= w eontleration of the fifferings, ſometimes of 
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After he has fertled this point, he then proves, in 
* manner, that the legal facrifices for fin had no 
relation to the remiſſion of offences, but . that the 
offering of an animal on the altar was conſidered 
ein the ſame light as any other offering or gift.“ 
That agreeable to the ſtanding and univerſal cuſtom 


of the Eaſt, with reſpect to fovereigns and great 


men, the Jews were never to approach the divine 


"I preſence without ſome offering,“ and that“ their 
<< ſacrifices exactly anſwered to the uſe of preſents 


jn civil life.“ | 

But how are theſe things confiſtent with each 
other? If Chriſt is ſaid jo have made himfelf a ſacri- 
Nce becauſe he offered himfelf to God, and real ſacri- 
ices are no more than offerings or preſeuts, then the 


death of Chriſt had the nature of a real ſacrifice. Or, 


If Chriſt did but make a figurative ſacrifice becauſe 


be merely made an offering of himſelf to God, then 


real ſacrifices muſt be more than mere offerings br 
preſents to the Divine Being. Theſe two repre» 
ſentations of the matter appear to me to be direct- 
ly oppoſite, and, in that cafe, the arguments deduced 
from them (and our author's principal arguments, 
I think, are deduced from them) 885 deſtroy one 


| ber. f 


16. Some texts of ſcripture ſeem to repreſent the 
% pardon of fin as diſpenſed in confideration of ſome- 
thing elſe than our repentance or perſonal virtue; 


and according to their literal fenſe, the pardon of ſin 


« is, in ſome way or other, procured by Chriſt. And 
4% had the litera] repreſentation been all of a- piece, 
& &c.—the account would have had more of the air 


i and conſiſtency, at leaft, of truth: but when the 


«+ pardon of ſin is ſometimes reprefented as difpenſed 


\ 
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« of the life and obedience of Chriſt 3 &c. that the 

« diſpenſing of pardon is ſometimes ſaid to be the 
+ proper act of God the Father; and, again, that 
“it is Chriſt who forgives us; we can hardly. heſi- 
“tate in concluding, that thefe muſt be, ſcverally, 
„ partial repreſentations, in the nature of figures 2 and 


de alluſions.“ &c. Ib. p. 252, 253. 


Our author is as much concerned to anſwer this 
objection as they are againſt whom he brings it. 
He believes, I ſuppoſe, that the diſpenſing of pardon 
is the proper act of God the Father, yet if he heſi- 
tates to conclude that this is a partial repreſentation 


in the nature of a figure and alluſion, he gives up his: 


argument; if he does not heſitate to make this con- 


cluſion, 1 ſhould be glad to know how pardon is 


really diſpenſed without figure and alluſion. If, by 
the terins partial repreſentation and figure, our author 
had only meant that kind of figure, where a part is 
put for the whole, I ſhould have had no objection to 
his aſſertion 3 but then his argument would have 
contained nothing againſt the reality of forgiveneſs. 
being diſpenſed on account of the mediatorial under- 
taking of Chriſt ;. his death, reſurrection, and inter- 
ceſſion being parts of this, and coinciding with the 


idea of his making a real ſactifice for fin, as Thave 


already ſhewn. 

- 17. Many negative arguments, beſ ges thoſe I have: 
taken notice of, are urged againſt the doctrine of 
atogement in the Theological Repoſitory, among 
which are placed the promiſes of certain happineſs: 


to the righteous, and the threateninps of miſery. to. 


the wicked'; the prayers of holy men recorded in 
the Old Teſtament, in which they implore themercy 


of God for the pardon of their ſins, and mak e pro- 
E 3 ſeſſiom 


” feffion of their own ſincerity, and the like. I think 

bl it quite needlefs to give a particular anſwer to every 
argument of this kind, though our author thinks 

1 4 them to be of conſequence in this debate. With 

| «© me ] own,” ſays he, ©* theſe negative arguments 
| have great weight. | When I find a profound ſi- 
9 e lence concerning this fuppoted great doctrine of 
= _«. atonement, upon occaſions of which I cannot help 
ö & thinking it would have naturally occurred; when c 
f I do not find that frequent mention of it, and that 
= « ftrefs laid upon it, which its importance would 
i certainly require; when 1 ſind no trace of it in 

© any direct me ſſuge from God, or in any fact re- 

„% corded in the ſacred writings ; I cannot help 

«© thinking that divines mult have. been miſtaken . 
© concerning its ſupputed truth and importance.“ 

I readily allow, that the fcriptures are filent with 
xeſpect to this doctrine, upon occaſions on which this 
author thinks it would have occurred, had it been 
true; and if he will inform me, why divine reve=. 
lation was not given to mankind at firtt in its great- 0 
eſt degree of clearneſs, without the flow ſucceſſion 

ef diſpenſations, the laſt always improving on thoſe 
which preceded ; and why men were left to wait 
four thouſand years before {fe and inunortaliiy were 
brought to light, though they had meſſage upon meſ- 
fage from God in that long interval; I will then ac- 
quaint him, why the doctrine of atonement was not 
elearly revealed on thoſe octafions on which he thinks 
i ought to have been taught, if it were a doctrine 

of divine revelation. * I leave the reader to judge, 

TH 4 5 when 
® [t might here have anſwered cur author in his own. worde, 

inſerting the term atonement iuſtead of a future flate ; for thus 

be argues. concerning the latter,“ To aſk why this —_ 

{© | | | n 


r 


* ; 
7 — 


ö 
- 
4 


0 


when he has conſidered what) have urged in defence 
of this doctrine, whether or not there are ** traces 
« of it in dirett meſſages from God, and in fadhs re: 
*© corded in the ſacred writings.“ 

18. Our author has attempted to ſhew, in his Fu- 
miliar Illuſtration, that many of thoſe paſſages of 


ſcripture, which are uſually brought to prove the 


doctrine of atonement, will admit of a natural inter» 
pretation upon other principles. In his introduction 


to theſe criticiſms, he ſays, that the death of Chriſt 
© being compared to ſo many things, and things of 
ſuch different natures,” as a facnitice, a paſſover, 

a ranſom, &c. “ proves that the reſemblance in all 


«4 of them is only. in certain reſpects, and that they 


«© differ conſiderably: in others. — Theſe, (ſays he) 
are all bold, but ſignificant figures of ſpeech, the 
death of Chritt really correſponding to them all 
© to a certain dipree ;z but they differ ſo widely 
from one another, that no one thing can corre- 
„% ſpond to any of them throughout; for then it 
„ muſt exclude all, or at leaſt moſt cf the reſt. 2 
Wuſtration p. 47. 

There is no neceſſity to ſuppoſe, that each circum- 
ſtance of every inſtitution which was deſigned to 


* CP, 


a 


-typify the method of our redemption by Chriſt, 


ſhould have ſomething correſponding to-it in the an- 
tity pe ; becaufe.many, if not all of thoſe inſtitutions, 
had other purpoſes to anſwer, beſides that of being 


types 


et tant doctrine of a future ſtate was not revealed, or not re- 


% vealed with the fame fulneſs of evidence before the time of 
'« Chriſt, or why it is not known at preſent to the whole 
'« world, is the ſame thing as to aſk, why, in all the works 


.« of nature and providence, and in all the diſpenſa- 


« tions of God to mankind, a ſimilar gradation 1s obſerved, 
« and why nothing under the government of God is brought 


-6-0 PUTS at once.“ Theolpgical Repoſitory, vol. I. P. 26s 


45% 1B 
types of our redemption. The papiribtdry" fieriß 


politics} law, and had an immediate reference to 
crimes committed againſt God as civil governor: 


Various circumſtances belonging to them might be 


needful in this reſpect, which were not. intended to 
be typical. The ſame may be ſaid with regard to 
the paſſover, and other types of Chriſt. Beſides, ſo 
many things were to be prefigured concerning our 
Redeemer, that no one inſtitution could exhibit them 
all, and therefore it was neceſſary that different types 
mould be appointed. The whole ceremonial law 
did but afford an imperfect refemblance of the things 


it typified ; it was but the fhadozw of good things to. 


come, and not the very image of the things. 


19. Ir is aſſerted, that“ ſacrifices for fin under Bak 


« Jaw of Moſs are never conſidered as ſtanding in 
the place of the ſinner.” Ib. p. 49. / 
The expreſſion, * {tanding in the place of the ſin» 
« ner, is ſomewhat ambiguous : it may mean either 
fuffering preciſely the ſame puniſhment to which the 
firmer was obn5xiousr, or ſuffering what rs fufficient 
10 free the ſinner front puniſhment. It is in the latter 
ſenſe only that Chriſt is our ſubſtitute. He did not 


ſuffer preciſely the ſame puniſhment which we de- 


ferve on account of our ſins, for that is eternal death, 
or the being given up to a ſtate of perfect ſin and 
miſery for ever; but he ſuffered what is ſufficient to 
free the offender from this deſerved puniſhment, in 
the way preſcribed in the word of. God. And in 
this ſenſe it is evident, the propitiatory ſacrifices un- 
der the law ſtood in che place of the ſinner; for the 
death of the animal, according to the ritual, freed 
bim from that puniſhment, to which without it he 
would have been expoled, He was not liable to pu- 
3 


ces, as 1 have already obferved, were branches of a 
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niſhment merely on account of neglecting to offer 


the ſacrifice. which God had appointed; but he was 


conſidered as guilty previouſly to ſuch an offering. ; 


If a ſoul ſin, and commit any of theſe things which are 


forbidden to be done by the commandments of the Lord, 


though he wiſt it not, yet is he guilly, and ſball bear bis 


iniquiij. And he ſhall bring a ram for a treſpaſi= 


offering, &c. Lev. v. 17, 18. In theſe- ſacrifices; 
the lie of the animal was given for the offender, 


and, on this account the blood was appointed as the 
ſtanding means of making atonement. The /ife of 


the fleſh is in the blood, and I have given it to you upon 
the altar, to make an atonement for your ſouls ; for it 
es. the blood that maketh an atonement for the ſoul, 
fer it 1s the life of all fleſh, THE BLOOD oF 1T 18 


- FOR THE LIFE THEREOF, Chap. XVII. 11. 14. It 
is plain from this text, that it was not the penitent 


diſpoficton of the offender, but the facrifice which 
made atonement. . RIES. ; 4 
20. Many perſons are carried away with the 
& found of the word redemprion, as if it neceflarily 
„ implied, that mankind being in a ſtate of bondage; 


6% a price muſt be paid for their freedom, and that 
6 the death of Chriſt was that price. But the word 


* which we render redempiion ſignifies only deli- 
„ verance in general, in whatever manner it be 
ce, effected. Ib. 1 | 
It is true that nothing-can be concluded from the 
word redemplion, with reſpect to the manner in 
which we are redeemed. This muſt be inquired 
after in other parts of ſcripture; and from thence 
we learn, that we are delivered from the puniſhment 
of our fins by the interpoſition of our Redeemer as 
a facrifice for ſin. hat the latu could not do, in that 


his 


it was weak through ihe fleſh, Cod hath done, ſending. 


\ o 


. | 

bis own fon in the beef % 7 N fleſh, and f. ſin, 
( 8 to the marginal reading, by @ ſacrifice 

for ſin,) condemned fin in the fleſh, Rom. viii. 3. He 
made him to be fin (or a ſin offering,) for us, who 
knew. no in , that we might be made the ri ene 
of God in him, 2 Cor. v. 21. 
21. ©* Great ſtreſs is laid upon the word for, as if 
«© Chriſt dying for all, neceſſarily implied that he 
died in the ſtead or place of all.”” Ib. p. 50. 


The mere uſe of the word for certainly proves nothing 


in this cafe ; but when it is joined with other expreſ- 
ſions which imply ſubſtitution, as propitiatory ſacri- 
nice, &c. or when it is intimated to ũs that Chriſt 


died for us in ſuch a ſenſe as can be applied to no o- 


ther, (fee 1 Cor. i. 13,)then we are neceſſarily led 
to lay ſuch ſtreſs upon the word for, as wound other- 
1 7 be improper. 


© Much ſtreſs has alſo been laid on Chriſt | 


"0 — ſaid to bear the ſins of mankind ; as if they 
4% had 2 0 aſcribed or imputed. to him, "4nd he bad 
« taken them upon himſelf, and ſuffered the wrath 
«© of God for them, He ſhall bear their iniguities, 
% fa, liii, &c. But the word does not ſignify to 
bear, or take upon another, but to bear away, or re- 
move, by whatever means.—The phraſe bearing 
« fin is never applied in the Old Teſtament but to 
the ſeape-goat, which was not ſacrified, but turn- 


*ed looſe into the wilderneſs, fo ſignify the removal 


4 Keg the fins of the people, which God had forgivene 
Ahe evangeliſt Matthew had, moſt evidently, 
| a this idea of the meaning of the paſſage in Iſaiah, 
„ uvhen he applied it upon the occaſion of Chriſt's 
% healing the bodily diſeaſes of men, viii. 17. For 
6 he ſays, that he performed theſe cures, that it might 


«6. 10 ulfilled which was [poten by the prophet Iſaiah, 
ve ful ſpoken by the prop Hemel 
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Himſelf took our infirmities, and bare our ſick- 


© Suppoſing the expreſſion bearing fon to ſignify in 


the New Teſtament bearing it «way, the ſenſe of the 
paſſages in which it is ufed will be the ſame ; for how 
did Chriſt bear away the fins of many, but by being + 
| offered up for them as a ſacrifice? Now once in te 


end of the world, hath he appeared to put away ſin by. 
the ſacrifice of himſelf, Heb. ix. 26. Chriſt was once 
' of... offered io bear the fins of many, and unto them that 
ook for him ſhall he appear the ſecond time, without 
fin, unto ſalvation, ver. 28. The mention of his ap- 
pearing a ſecond lime, WITHOUT SIN, will, I think, 
moſt naturally lead to the rendering which our tranſ- 
laters have choſen; but however that be, the text 
© plainly declares, that Chriſt ut, away our ſins by the 1 
ſacrifice of himſelf, and that is all we contend for. 1 
The ſame ſentiment is conveyed by St Peter, when 1 
he ſays, bo his own ſelf bare our ſins in his own © 8} | 
body on the tree that we being dead io ſin, ſhould live unto _ 
righteouſneſs ; by whoſe ſtripes ye were healed, 1 Pet. {78 
ii. 24. Here likewiſe the removal of our fins is attri- bw 
buted to the ſacrifice which Chriſt made on the croſs; 
which was offered up, that we, being healed by his 
ſtripes, might ſerve him in righteouſneſs here, and 
partake of his eternal felicity hereaſter. 
J am ſurpriſed at the aſſertion, that the phraſe 
&« bearing ſin is never applied in the Old Teſtament, 
but to the ſcape-goat,“ ſince that, and bearing 
- iniquity, which means preciſely the ſame, are very 
common phraſes in the Old Teſtament, and gene— 
rally ſignify bearing the funiſhment of fin, or making 


þ 


| 
atonement fur iniquity.* Tne goat that was ſlain, and _ 
Sg 5 - the 1 a 
; * As Lev. x. 17. God hath given you the fin-offering 11 BEAR Fa 
THE INIQUILTY of the cangregatic, 79 make atonement JO 
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the goat let looſe in the wilderneſs:on the great day 
of atonement, were conſidered as one ſacrifice. Aud 


Aaron fhall take of the congregation of the children of | 


Iſrael two kids of the goats for A $IN-OFFERING, 
and one ram for a burnt-offering, &c. Lev. xvi. 5. Ac- 
cordingly they are both ſpoken of as making atone- 
ment: They were both likewiſe made ceremonially 
accurſed, and equally defiled the perſons who 
touched them; for neither the man who led the 
ſeape-gorat into the wilderneſs, nor he that carried out 
the fleſh of the goat /larn, could return into the camp 


until he had wv2ſh2d his cloaths, and bathed his fleſh in 


water, From all which it i probable, that the two 
goats were intended to point out the ſame thing in 
different reſpects, the one by its death, the megns of 
pardon, the other by its removal into the wilder- 
neſs, the certainty of it. S „ 
Becauſe St. Matthew applies the prophet's pre- 
diction of Chriſt's bearing our griefs and carrying our 
Prrews to his removing the bodily diſeaſes of men, 
it will not follow, that this was all the prophet meant 
when he foretold that the Meſſiah ſhould be wound. 
ed for our tranſgreſſions, and bruiſed for our iniquities, 
that by his ſtripes we might be healed; that he ſhould 
bear th ſin of many, and that theLord ſhould /zy on bim 
162 iniquity of us all. I believe it is impoſſible for any 
one to think ſo while he reads the 53d chapter of 
Ilaiah: and it is evident, that our author himſelf thinks 


otherwiſe, becauſe he ſpeaks of this paſſage as a pre- 


diction of our Lord's own ſufferings. Theological 
R-poſitory, vol. I. p. 129. But the difficulty arif- 
1 | 4 
before the Lord. Chap. xxii. 9. They ſhall keep mine ordinance, 


deft they Bear Ss for tt, and die therefore if they profane it. 


Numb. ix. 13 The man that is clean, and is not in a journey, 


and forbeareth to keep the paſſuver : even the ſame ſoul ſhall be 


out off from the perple—that man ſball BEAR his six, &s, 


„ „ d SB... A. Mie. . 
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| ing * the. applic. tion of the prophet's words by 
- the evangeliſt will 'vaniſh, when we. conſider,” that 
ſometimes in the New Teſtament a prophetic. de- 
claration is ſaid to be fulfilled in an event, to which 


it may with great propriety be applied, though it wWas 
not originally, or primarily at leaſt, ſpoken of that 


event. Such an application proves that the prediction 
Vs true in that ſeuſe, but not that it is to be reſtrain - 
ed to that ſenſe. We have two inſtances of this kind 


of application in the goſpel written by St. Mathew. 


See chap.” ii. 15. compared with Hoſea xi. 1. And 
ver. 17, 18. of the fame chap. compared with Jer. 


xxxi. 15. Some Socinian writers give a diflerent turn 
to that clear defcription of our Saviour's vicarious 
ſofferings in the 53d chap. of Ifaiah: They look up- 


on this paſſage as containing only“ a beautiful de- 


ſcription of ſuffering innocence,” and ſuppoſe the 
prophet meant no more than to intimate that Chriſt 


vas fo free from the ſuſpicion of guilt, that his ca- 
flamity muſt be charged to the offence of others; 


„and fo extraordinary were his ſufferings for their 
4% number and preatneſs,—that whereas the reſt of 


: 


the nation had been very corrupt, it ſeemed as if 


. 


God had laid on him the iniquity of them all. 
4% The phraſe of ſuffering for the {ins of men,“ ſay 


they, as it neceſſarily implies innocence in the ſuf» - 


«< ferer, ſo it does not neceſſarily imply any-thing 
„% farther.” * This is a very eaſy method of putting 
an end to this, or any other controverſy. There needs 
no more than to paraphraſe the cleareſt declarations 
of holy writ, as this author has paraphraſed thoſe of 
Gove Bs, are almoſt as clear as any in the bible, 


and the matter is ſettled at once. It SEEMS, may 


any one ſay, As IF the wicked ſhould be Wan Into 
Bell, and all the people that forget God ; Pal. IX, 17. 
F 


but 
* Mr Graham's Letters on the Atonement, p. 60, 61. 
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but this is only a n way of frightening men 
to their duty. And, indeed, if the phraſe of ſuffering 


For the ſins of men neceſſarily implies no more than 
Annocence in the ſufferer, I cannot lee how the inſpir- 


ed writers could by any expreſſions whatever convey 
the doctrine of atonement, even ſuppoſing it to be 
their deſign ; for the ſame liberty of interpretation 
would fer afi de any declaration of this kind, and ren- 
der the moſt poſitive evidence of no effect. 


23. Chrift is ſaid to die a curſe for us, beat 


et the manner of his death was ſimilar to that by 
„which thoſe who were deemed curſed under the 
law were put to death. Chriſt hath redeemed us 


<< from the curſe of the law, being made a curſe ſor us; 
% for it is written, Curſed 75 every one that _ | 


«ona tree.“ Hluſt. p. 51, 52. 

In whatever ſenſe we underſtand the expreſſ jon 
Zeing made a curſe for us, this much is plain from the 
words of the text, that we, i. e. all true believers, 
are delivered from that penalty to which our breach 
of the law of God expoſes us, which is here called 
the curſe of the lau, by the ſufferings of our Redeem- 
er: and this proves the truth of the doctrine of a- 
touement. It is not ſuppoſed that Chriſt was un- 
der the diſpleaſure of God,” it by diſpleaſure is under- 
foodd:fl:ke or diſapprobation ; but that his ſufferings, 


being inflifted by God as a righteous judge, were 


truly penal, and delivered the penitent offender from 
the curſe of the moral law, as the propitiatory ſacri- 


fices delivered the Jews from the curſe of the cere- 


pt ae | 
„ The death of Chriſt is called a paſſover , bas 
49 woke it may be conſidered as a ſign of our deliver 


- £4 ance from the power of fin, as the paſſover among 


the Jews was a ſign of their deliverance from the 


The 


* 


, / !! 


* 


n 65 


The Palle at its firſt * TOP” afforded: the: 


fraelites. an aſſurance, and a very ſignificant token, 


of their preſeryation from the judgment of God, and 
of their deliverance from bondage: But what token 
did the death of Chriſt afford of our deliverance from 
the power of fin, according to the account Which the- 
Socinians give of it? God permitted an innocent man 
to be cruelly put to death by a licentious people, there- 


fore we ſhall be delivered from the power of ſin:—I. 


think it requires uncommon. penetration to diſcover: 
here the agreement between the ſign, and the thing 
ſignified. Whereas, the death of Chriſt affords a moſt 


triking token of our deliverance from ſin, if we con- 
ſider him as giving himſelf for us, that he might free 


us from the deſerved puniſhment of our fins, and pro- 


cure thoſe divine communications of the Holy Spirit, 


whereby we are delivered from the power of ſin, 
and enabled to ſerve God in- rightecuſneſs and true: 
holineſs. If to the apoſtle ' declaration in 1: Cor. v. 
7. Chriſt aur paſſver is ſacrificed for us, we add the 
conſideration of that ſpecial injunction given to the 
Jews, not to break. a bone of the paſchal lamb, com- 
pared with the reaſon given for the preſervation of” 
2 Lord's bones, Theſe things were dine, that the” 
riplure ſhould be fulfilled, a bone of hint ſpall not be 


ten. John xix. 36. we ſhall ſee.reaſon to conclude, 
155 the * inſtitution had a typical reſpect to 


the ſacrifice of our Redeemer: And it is probable, 
that this type was deſigned to exhibit the benefits 


included in our redemption by Chriſt, as the ſacri- 


fices for fin did the means of that redemption. 


25. Many divines, finding themſclves obliged: . 


to give up the notion of Chriſt's ſuffering in uf 
**. ſtead, —alledge, however, that God forgives the 


hs fins of. mankind on account. of. the merit of — 41 © 
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"ard bis interceſſion for us, ohis opinion, line he 
„ former, is-favoured by the literal fenſe of a'few 


% paſſages' of ſcripture ; but is contrary to the gene- 
ral and plain tenor of it, hich repreſents all acts of 
„ mercy as proceeding from the eſſential placahility 


and goodneſs of Godthe Father only.“ Ib. p. 52. 


It is true, that in the Old Teſtament the mercy: 
| of God is generally mentioned alone when our for- 
giveneſs is ſpoken of, though many intimations are 


there given of the reſpect which our Lord's ſuffer- 
ings have to this event. it muſt be acknowledged 
likewiſe, that the doctrine of atonement, and ſome 
other important truths, were not ſo clearly taught 
even by our Lord during his peiſonal miniſtry, as 


they were after his aſcenſion by his inſpired meſſen- 
gers, apreeable to his own deſign and declaration: 
John xvi. 12, 13. But in the epiſtolary part of the 


New Teſtament, the neceſſity and efficacy of a me- 
diator is conſtantly incalcated in all the. variety of 


expreſſion. We are ſaid to be << juſtified by the 
5 1 of Chriſt, accepted through the beloved, 


to have redemption through his blood, even the 
55 A 04 of fn, to be juſtified in the name of 
«© the Lord Jeſus, reconciled to God by his death, 


K᷑Kco.“ In ſhort, our acceptance with God through | 
the mediation of Chrift i is a truth inſcribed on almoſt - 


every page of the apoſtle's epiſtolary addreſſes to 
the Chriſtian church. And here I would beg leave 


to remind the reader, that we have the cleareſt diſ- 


play of Chriſtianity in the epiſtles of the New. Teſ- 
tament, every thing neceſſary to complete the ſyſtem 
of divine revelation, being finiſhed when the inſpir- 
ed penmen compoſed theſe parts af holy writ. All 
that our Lord thought fic to leave unſaid, had been 


revealed to the apoſtles by his ſpirit, as he had pro- 


jailed, 


% 


5 „ 4 
miſed· His death, and reſurrection, with 'the ſübſc- 
quent events, had diſpelled all darkneſs from the 


minds of the diſciples. They now ſaw clearly the 


fulfilment of the Old Teſtament types and prophe- 
cies concerning the Meſltah, and were no longer in 
doubt with regard to his character and offices. In 


the epiſtolary part of the New-Teſtament; therefore, 


we have declared unto us the whole coumſel of Cod, 
and herein it is aſſerted, with the greateſt preciſion, 
that our juſtification does not- flow: ſolely from the 
goodneſs of the Father, without any other medium 
than our repentance and reformation; but that mer- 
cy is extended to repenting and believing ſinners 
through the Son, and that they omly are intitled to 
ſalvation: who come unto God through him. * | 
Our author: kas an argument of another kind a- 
gainſt that idea of Chriſt's interceſſion, which is in- 
cluded in the doctrine of atonement. Beſides, (ſays 
he) there are many paſſages in the Old Teſtament 
in which God is repreſented as forgiving the Iſra- 
<<. elites, and receiving them into his favour on the 
„ account'of Abraham, Ifazc and Jacob; and their 
% poſterity plead:the merit of theſe their: religious: 
& anceſtors in their prayers: ”—*<©* Admitting, there 
fore, that God may grant favours to mankind at. 
7 | | F 3 : | ET ce th 2 
* The author of the Illuſtratiun appears to have 'a very 
deffrent notion of this part of holy writ. He talks of the- 
% Jewiſh diſguiſe, which the apoſtles, and eſpecially St. 
Paul, have put upon the plain truth of God; and, after telt- 
ing us what he eſteems the true goſpel, makes this remark, 
which ſome of my readers may probably think an extraordi - 
nary one. However, the diſguiſe in which this ſumple · reli - 
© gion appears, as delivered to us through: the hands of the 
„ s poſtles, and primitive fathers, is not ſo cloſe, but that, 
% With proper attention, we are able to look through it, and! 
6 rr as its true lineaments.“ Theological Regpgſitom vol. I. 
R N. 


* 


hag wy that which, holy men are capable of mak- 
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EL ) 
= «the daneben of Chriſt, this is not a oridifiae 


paculiar to Chriſt, but is common to him and o- 


tler good men who went before him; ſo that the 
© genetal ſyſtem of the forgiveneſs of ſin can by no 
means depend upon the merit and interceſſion of 


Chriſt only.“ Ib. p. 53. 
The paſſfages of ſcripture a n the Old 


| Feltatociutron this occaſion, Fant other texts, plainly 
 ſhew, that God has often granted favours to men tor 
_ the fake of their religious anecſtors, and at the inter- 


eeſſion of others; but they prove nothing farther. 
The doctrine of. atonement implies, that no ttanſ- 


greſſion of the moral law, :confidered as fuch, is for- 
given, without a reſpect had to the mediation of 


Chriſt ; and this differs greatly from any efficacy 


E can be ſhewn to belong to the prayers of 


reons men. Our Saviour, in the days of his 
deb, interceded for others in a manner peculiar to 
himſelf. He addrefled the Father in his own name, 
and in language by no means ſuitable. to any other 


fn; : Father, I WILL, John xvii. 24. Where- 
as he commands us to approach the throne of Grace 
in bis name, and propoſes that he himſelf will anſwer- 


our/petitiens, John xiv. 13, 14, &c The interceſ- 
non which Chriſt is now making in heaven for us, 
appears from the word of God to be of a different 


11 
33 Gen. nuvi. Pe Pear not, 7 am — thee, a 1 1 U 222 


hee, and multiply thy ſeed for my ſervant Abraham's ſake, Ex. 
XAkxii, 1.3. Remember Abraham, and 1ſaac, and Iſrael, thy ſer- 


vants, Deut. ix. 27. Remember thy ſervants Abraham, and 


Isaac, and Jatob. Loat not to the ftubborneſs of this people, nor 
to their in, In all which texts there is a reference made to 
that covenant which God graciouſly eftabliſhed with Abraham, 
that his ſeed ſhould be numerous, that they ſhould inherit the: 


jand of Canaan, & as the reader will find upon conſulting- 


the chapters from whence theſe paſſages are taken. 
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ing for others. It is of the nature of that intereefſiofs Ml 


ſeript ures with a particular reference to his death. 


tranſgre org. Waiah lui. 12. Jt 7s Cöriſt that died, 


know not what io pray for as we ought but the Spirit 


notice of Mr Graham's Letters on the doctrine of 
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which the High-priett made on the day of atonement > Hi A 
when he entered the Holy of Holies with the blood  -* 
of the ſacrifice ; and, therefore, is mentioned in the 1 


He bore the ſin of many, and made interceſſion for ile 


E r 


« rather that 3571fen again, who is even at the.right 
hand of God, who alſo maketh interceſſion for us, Rom. 
viii. 34. He is able to favethem to the uttermoſt who 
come unto God through bim, ſeeing be ever liveth to 
make interceſſion for them ; being ſuch an high prieſt, 
—who needeth not daily to offer up facrifice,—for tis 
he did once when he offered up himſelf, Heb. vii. 25, 
&c. Chriſt is not emtered into the holy places made 
with hands, —but into heaven itſelf;,now to appear-in 
the preſence of God for us, chap. ix. 24. This inter- 
ceſſion of our Lord, being the conſequence of his 
giving himſelf a ſacrifice for the fins of the world, 
and, as it were, the continuance of that tranſaction, 
is, therefore, of a peculiar nature, and has a peculiar 
influence on the remiſhon of fins, which no inter- 
ec ſſion of atffy pious man on earth can have. 
The interceſſion of the Spirit of God for usislike- 
wiſe a diſtin thing from the interceflion of Chriſt. ® 
The Spirit maketh interceſſion for us by interceding 
in us, that is, by exciting in the minds of true Chri- 
ſtians unfeigned defires after God, and every holy If 
temper implied in the fervent prayer of a righteous . "Af 
man, The Spirit alſo helpeth our infirmities ; for we | 
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i1ſelf maketh interceſjionforus, WITH GROANIN GS 
WHICH CANNOT BEUTTERED, Rom. viii. 26. 
V. In the foregoing pages I have taken very little 


Atunge- 
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Atonement, though they are the lateſt of the publi- 


cations I have occafion to examine, and are ſtiongly 


recommended by the author of the Appeal. *: Pho 


principal arguments which they contain are urged, 
and expreſfed with more candor, in the tracts I have 
been conſidering ; and as my intention was to have 
nothing to do but with arguments, I choſe to make 

my reply to thoſe pieces which were the moſt can- 


did and argumentative. Indeed, I. find myſelf un- 
willing to take any notice of an author, who! is per- 
petually  wiſrepreſenting the queſtion he debates,. 


and who ſtrives to ſtrengthen his arguments by in- 


vective and abuſe of his opponents. However, it. 


may not be amiſs to give fome ſpecimens of this wri 
ter's manner of treat iug his ſubject. 


1. He obſerves, that © nothing tends more to in- 


« troduce confuſion into our ideas of religion than- 
G equivocal terms, and undefined unſcriptural lan- 
„ guage.“ p. 5. Yet he ſeems not to have kept clear. 
of this ay which he juſtly eſteems to be very 
hurifubto religion. In his firſt letter, he examines 


into the meaning of the word ſati faction. Some 
„ times, (ſays he) it denotes the pleaſure which the. 


« mind takes in any thing that is the object of our 
hopes and purſuits; very often it means the re- 
< drefling:of grievances, and repairing dzmapes and 
$ yarns done or- received ; and, laſt ly, it denotes 
{ c& the: 


* 1 ſhall take the opportunity of this preface to recom- 
& mend—thiat excellent ſermon of Mr Graham's, intitled, 
cc Nepentance the only condition of final acceptance, and alfo his- 
Letters on the docvrine-of atonement, In theſe pieces the: 
« reader will 6nd what I think to be a fair and undiſguiſed 
<« account of what is moſt eſſential in the religion of the gol. 
60 pel, expreſſed with a plainnefs and energy almoſt peculiar to 
« the 4ᷓ 09 ” Preface to a ſermon preached on occaſion of the”: 


5 Huthor g reſigning his paſtoral Fare of a congregation in L 60d Fe. 


* 
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et the obedience due to the commands of a ſuperion 
„ properly made known, to us, p 3,4. This 
« laſt he calls the ſcripture notion of the term ati 
Faction as applied to Chriſt,“ p. 6. and tells us, 
that in the other ſenſe of it, as implying a re- 
{< parat ion of injuries, it is not to be found in the 
„ New Teſtament, as applicable to Chriſt.“ p. 5. 
This manner of ſpeaking of the term ſatii faction, 
tends, I ſhould think, to make the reader luppoſe, 
that the writers of the New Teſtament apply it to 
Chriſt in the third of thoſe ſenſes which Mr G. has 
here given. Whereas the word is not to be found 
in the New Teſtament, nor is it ever applied to the 
Meſſiah in the old Teſtament, unleſs Iiaiah lit. 11. 
is to be excepted : He ſhall ſee the travail of his ſoul, 
and ſhall be ſatisfied.” Our author might, therefore, 
have ſpared himſelf the trouble of defining a term 
which the ſeripture does not make uſe of, eſpecially 
as he himſelf almoſt always uſes it in a ſenſe different 
from that which he calls the ſcripture notion of the 
term. I have wholly omitted the word fatisfac- 
tion in my defence of the doctrine of atonement, 
for the reaſon I have juſt given; and indeed, I 
ſhould be far from rroubling myſelf about a doctrine 
that reſted on the meaning of a few. equi vocal ex- 


preſſions. | 

Puniſhment is another of thoſe terms, which Mr 
Graham has taken pains to clearup; but he often 

uſes the word. in a ſenſe that is inconſiſtent with his 
own definition of it. Puniſhment (be ſays) is 
„ ſuffering: for immoral] behaviour, p. 22. and 
6 therefore, the innocent cannot be puniſhed | in the 
room of the guilty, without ſuppoſing him capable 
«© of thoſe diſapreeable ſenſations which attend the 


" - guilty, FURY is impoſſible.“ P. Tet "g moe, 
| | quently 


. 
quently talks about the pupiſhmenit of the innocent: x 
As,. Can a manifeſt act of injuſtice (for ſuch I con- 


« ſider the puniſhment of the innocent) ever be the 
© means of enn his favour who loveth righ- 


teouſneſs? p. 30. Can the honour of government 


enn. 


one might ſuppoſe he would be very clear in bis de 
Goition of this; but he only informs us what it is 


© be vindicated by puniſhing. the innocent in the 
© room of the guilty. p. 24. Upon this ſcheme the 
© riphteous are not even upon a level with the wick - 


<< ed; for they are puniſhed, while the wicked e- 


1 ſeape, ib. Better that many guilty ſhouldeſcape, 
© than that one innocent perſon ſhould be puniſhed?” 
ib. Here, if I may be allowed the expreſſion, Mr 
G.'s common ſenſe gets the better of his critical 
knowledge, and conftrains him to uſe the word pu- 
nifhment | in its ordinary fignification, that of © ſuffer- 
ing inflicted by judicial proceeding. * If the ideas 
of innocence and puniſhment were incompatible, it 


would be as abſurd to talk of the injuſtice of puniſh-- 


ing the innocent, as the injuſtice of err ee g the 


- Atonement being the ſubject of Mr G. “s letters, 


nor, and leaves us to find out its true meaning by 
ourſelves. © Aronement (ſays he) I will allow, 
de was made by the death of an animal, but you: 
% muſt not therefore infer, that it was lain in the 
„room of the offender, And though I may not 
be able to aſſian the preciſe notion of atonement, 


„% what it was, wherein it conſiſted, and what was 
bs the end and deſign of it, 1 think I am pretty ſure 


-  **.1what 

* In 595 ON the ſuffering i 18 inflifted by authority ei- 

ther real or uſurped, and with de/ign, the latter diſtinguiſhes - 

it from caſuality, and the former 2:28 violence or aſſault. This 

authoritative JYefgn * what is here termed judicial 
procecding. 
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dé what it was not. It did by no means expreſs a 
fſubſtitution, &e. p. 46. Let this author uſes 

the term continually, as if it were a word perfectly 
underſtood by the reader. Is 
2. When Mr G. repreſents the ſentiments of thoſe 
who believe the doctrine of atonement, he gives no 
authorities for his repreſentations, nor does he quote 
a ſingle author who has written in defence of this 
doctrine. I ſhall not ſcruple, therefore to charge 
him with 1mrepreſentation, till he has quoted ſome 
author of credit as an authority for ſuch accounts of 
this doctrine as the following paſſages contain. 
The repreſentation given by Theologians of the 
„ adminiſtration-of the univerſe is, that the omnipo- 


tent arm at the head of it was actually lifted up, 


e ready to ſtrike the blow, and diſcharge the thun- 
„ der- bolt on a ſinſul world, when Chriſt ſeaſonably 
< interpoſed, to wreſt it out of his hands, p. 14. I 
„ need not caution you apainſt viewing the beſt of 
„ beings in the light of a tyrant, determined to 


« make ſinful men for ever miſerable, had not Jeſus 


« interpoſed, p. 15. Had the advocates for this 


« monſtrous ſcheme, been attentive to the amiable . 


« light in which nature, not to ſay revelation, ex- 
e hibits the deity, they never would have admit- 
< ted the.idea of zmpl/acability. By ſay ing he is 7 la- 
« cable only in conſideration of a ,- faction, it is 
3 ; | . © plain 
=”. By authors of credit I mean ſuch as Biſhop Stillingfleet, 
amongſt thoſe of the Church of England, and Dr Watts a- 
mongſt the Diſſenters Both theſe writers have taken pains 
to ſtate the doctrine of atonement, that it might be clearly 
ſeen what they undertook to vindicate; and from them Mr 
Graham might have given a diſtiu& account of what he op- 
poſes: But inſtead of this, he exhibits the reaſoning of ſome 
anonymous Antinomians, as the language of thoſe who be» 
lieve this. do&rine, See p. 21+ 3 
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c TY 
| © ;ng nothing, and worſe than nothing; for it is ſtill 
= holding him up in the light of a capricious being, 
=.  ** who is pleaſed with expeuſive offerings, and moved 
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4 by foreign confiderations to do what he i is not na- 
<«< turally and effentially y diſpoſed to do, p. 16. 1 
ce ſve a manifeſt propriety in the ſufferings of an'in- 
© nocent and good being to bring about the nobleſt 
© purpoſes of providence, but none at all upon the 
& ſcheme of ſatisfaction.— This is, if I may be allow 
de ed the expreſſion, a Iuſcious dolirine, which the 


„indeed, they ſhould, for it permits them to grati- 
«iy their ſenſual paſſions ar the ſame time that it 
e flatrers their heavenly hopes, p. 30. What 
«© elſe is Calviniſm, ?* (and they who hold the doc- 
trine of atonement are generally by this author de- 
. nominated Calviniſts) X“ but a commuting ſyſtem, 
== e where confiderations foreign to moral character 


* * > 1 n 3 
n We he ed e 
N %. ' * 7 72 w A 


= 5 the: room of a real and perſonal one.” p. 72. 
i Mr G.%s letters abound with invective, and a- 


% have for the viſionary and licentious, no ſober or 


ſenſible man would ever become its apologiſt, p. 


© 52. | think the doctrine of Chriſt's atonement, 
C 


as believed by the bg * f profeſſed Chriſtians, 
© opens 
* 1 8 no medium between ale properly ſo 


| „called, and Soginiani/m. The latter is a ſcheme friendly 
* +9 virtue, and permits one to go quietly through. the world 


Ca) 


: . 1 a religious feare-crow, that, like the Inquiſition i in Popiſh. 
® countries, has long ferved the purpoſe of making hypo- 
1 * crites and ſlaves in Proteſtant ones,” P. 7 75. W. 


©@ mobilit y are exceedingly fond of; and no wonder, 


are made to fupply the want of it: where an ex- 
© ternal and vicarious righteouſneſs is ſubſtituted in 


—_  . baſk of thofe whoſe ſentiments he oppoſes. *© What- 
= __ ** ever charms it (the doctrine of atonement) might 8 


4 jn the exerciſe of his reaſonable faculties. The former is 
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4 ture's planting.— But for this a Calviniſt would 
© he's conſiſtent being throughout, and form his 


«+. pra pn his principles; and, in that caſe, 


_ ' think we ſhould have as much occaſion for gib. 


& hers 25 we have for churches, p. 64, 65. The 
<r_pleis 'of [this dockrine, not much accuſtomed to 
argument, and knowing that reaſon is not in their 


een intereſt, generally intrench themſelves behind the 


3) „ 7 bs 
A p for the introduction of ſack evils 
ON ce h by foley; as ma ſoon fap the foundation of 
4e jt; were it not check d by better principles of na- 


. 
* 


— 
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6 authority of great number. 4 and great names, P. 


«KY $ 7 Their general character is known to be that 
61 bigot ry to their on modes and ſentiments, 


„ Without any grains of charitable allowance for is 


- *© thole that differ from them.“ P. 69. Some rea- 


ders may wonder why ſuch abuſe is ſo liberally be- 


ſtowed on this occaſion. Mr G. tells us he has re- 


ceived perſonal affronts from ſome who hold the doc- 
trine he oppoſes, and perhaps the remembrance of 


them might ſomewhat influence his mind while he 


4 was writing.” % Where will you find a Theologian,“ 


ſays he, WhO will gefend them“ (the ſentiments 
he oppo ſes) ce by other arguments than thoſe of an- 
«© athemas and execrations © ] and others have lately 
© had fome ſpecimens of the politeneſs and humani- 
* by which they are diſtinguiſhed in this reſpect,“ 
p- 7. Let we are not to ſuppoſe that our author 
means to ſpeak contemptuoufly in all this; for he 
himſelf aſſured us to the contrary, I would not,“ 
ſays he, by what I have ſaid, be underſtood to 
*< infinuate à contempt for popular prejudices, or 
© that they ought to be treated with contempt. I 


e would ROS 7 . on the other hand, treated with 


<Q all 1 lenity.“ Ib. 


meg _ 4+ There 
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4. There is an argument or two in Mr G. let- 
2 which I have not had occaſion to take natice 
f in examining the tracts before. referred N neſe 
1 ſhall now conſider. 991 
"ot ) Mr G. aſſerts, ke . —— | 
ment is contrary to the principles of natural religion, 
as they are deducible from the conduct of divine 
eprovidence i in the world. The remedies provided 
* in nature for thoſe who hurt themſelves by their 
« vices; the affection which all animals 1 ob- 
4 ſorved to have for their, Mpring,” and d the f| 
— d diſpofition which we find in- ourſelves to forgive. | 
injuries,“ are, in his opinion, proofs. that God 
„% will pardon his offending e upon their pe- 
<< nitence.“ p. 8, 9, 10. The intelligent reader, 
I apprehend, will think theſe proofs not very con- 
cluſive; for the conclution, has certainly no. necdlary + 
connection with its premiſſcs. If our author would 
draw a real proof of his doctrine from the conſtiiu- 
tion of nature, he muſt make it appear, that fer 
pentance does in all caſes avert or remove thoſe na- 
rural puniſhments of ſin which God has appointed. 4 
in the world. But it is evidently otherwiſe: © The 
* miſeries which, in the regular courſe of nature, 
are the conſequences of wickedneſs, are properly. 
© conſidered as the natural puniſhments of it. Some 
© of them follow it with a Leitern dere, rb 1 
onger 
© continuance. : has he penitence & i: criminal, Fo 
© eyen before their arrival, affords him no ſecurity 
< apainſt the ſlowett of them ; and when; either his 
© fears or his feelings have worked a reformation, - 
© ſuch as are naturally of longer continuance arę not 
* by that reformation preſently removed.” What= 


+ ever then can be alleged, conrenning the ends of 
puniſh- 


4 


F- 


# 


| 77 5 
1 « pnifiimerit; or the Carbfaction made by a reform- 


ed penitent, when applied to this ſubject, mutt 


be trifling. All argumentation is here precluded, 


We have fact and experience to convince vs, ar 
od does not always pardon the repenting ſi ner. * 
Whatever notions we may gain by the light of na- 
ture concerning the divine mercy and juſtice, Re- 
velat ion alone can ſatisfy. us how far, and under 
- what circoriſtances, either the one or the other will 
be exerciſed towards ſinners. Mr G. has ſufficient-- 
ly confuted himſelf with reſpect to this argument a- 
gainſt the doctrine of atonement: for although he 
adopts Dr Duchal's opinion, that „ it muſt hare 
4 bode an article of natural religion in all ages, and 
a fundamental article tao, that God. would forgive 

e ſin to the truly penitent, and that“ all. wiſe men 
<4. muſt neceſſarily hare fallen into this ſentiment 
„with much aſſurance; f he nevertheleſs aſſerts, 
that „ Mankind; before ſupe:natural' light aroſe. 
upon them, were in a ſtate of great depravity and 
„ alienation from God, funk, in ignorance, vice, 
and ſuperſtition;ꝰ *and- that ( in ſuch a ſtate it 


„is natural to ſuppoſe them very much at a loſs as 


„ tothe tetms of theit acceptance with God.“ p. 52. 
But how are theſe things conſiſtent? If mankind in 
à ſtate of natural religion were very much at a Joſs 
as to the terms of their acceptance with God, how 
is it that theſe terms are-a fundamental article of na- 
tutal religion, which every wiſe. man. wu em- 


wies wth, Much apo 1.) _ 
15 e 


IM Dr Powell's Charge in 1772. See alſo Butler's Ana- 
Togy. 
+' See Dr Hebel jetter to Dr Taylor, ſubjoined to Mr 
G's work, p 
4 "The or of tlie Appeal ſeems to have fallen into the 
ſame inconſiſtencyj in his reaſoning upon, this TO” 2 
er 
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7 procf that mankind have always entertained juſt apprehenſions 


" repent and live. Yet when he comes to “ ſub 


: * 
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e ſelf in the Jewiſh ſenſe. of ſactiſice, that is the 
* literal and original ſenſe of it, be muſt have in- 


F © curred the guilt of offering. to God a human one, 
ol all others the moſt offenſive in his ſight . 


9. 


Mr G. offers nothing by way of proof of tris 
aſſertion, that human ſacrifices are in all caſes offen- 

. ve to God. I ſuppoſe, therefore, that he imagines 

it to be an allowed truth which no one. wilk diſpute. 

For my part, I am ſo far from thinking a human ſa- 

crifice to he in albhcaſes an abomination to God, that 


* 


I believe ſuch an offering to have been one of che 
bigheſt acts of obedience. that ever was performed 


— — ; 0 25 by 
aſter having given, extracts from ſeveral authors; by way of 


af the divine mercy, he makes this inftrence. lt is almoſt 
4 demonſtrable, that mankind have always conſidered their 

1% Maker and univerſal. parent, in the ſame light with that 
in which reaſon and the ſcriptures, both of the Old and 
t New Teſtament, uniformly repreſent him, viz. as of him - 


* ſelf gracious and merciful, long · ſuffering, 1 — 
ould 


4 quity, tranfgreſſion and fin, not willing that àny 

4 periſh, but deſuous that all, his. offending creatures ſhould. 
| join, by. way 
* of concluſion, a conciſe view of the ſcheme of ſalvation by 
1 Jeſus Chriſt,” he gives this deſcription of the ſtate of man- 


- Kind without divine revelation, „ Let us, then, ſuppoſe the 


% whole race of mankind to be in a ſtate of -apeſtacy from 
God, loſt to all ſenſe of religion and virtue, in the expreſ- 
« ſive language of ſcripture, dead in treſpaſſes and fins; that 
„ without a revelation and a Saviour, they were in the moſt. 
« deplorably vicious and wetched-circumftances, in a ſure 
% way to make themſelves miſerable both here and hereafter,” 
&c. Theological Repoſitory, vol. I. p. 416, and 422. I ean- 
not conceive how mankind could univerſally entertain ſuch 
ſentiments of Gods, as are contained in divine revelation, 
and yet be loſt to all-ſenſe of religion, and be in a ſure way, 
without revelation, to make themſelyes miſerable both here 


8 * 
OW — 


agd hereaſter. 


* 


(0.79: 


| Le, ſaid the Almighty. to faithful We and 


* 


ear him Hor a burnt-offering. This the holy man 


executed! in intention, which was the ſame as to 


the virtuouſneſs or viciouſneſs of the thing, as if he 
had actually done it. * Vet he received the higheſt 
- applauſe, from the unerring Judge. The doctrine of 
_ atonement ſuppoſes Chriſt to have laid down his life 
for ſinners in obedience to the will of his Father; the 


aſſertion, therefore, that this would have been a 
crime, or act of diſobedience, carries abſurdity on 


ide face of it. If our author does not include this 
in his idea of Chriſt's ſacrifice, he is combating a 
9 and is engaged in a contention in which 
: 206 has no oppanent. 0 
Mr G. ſeems to me to 3 orentarned bis own 
"Irgantencd againſt the death of Chriſt being conſider» 
ed as aſactifice. for fin, in the fame munner as the au- 
thor of the Appeal has done. He aſſerts that “ the 
death of Chriſt is {tiled a facrifice, not, becauſe it 
% as truly and properly ſuch in the Jewiſh ſenſe of 
'& ſacrifices; but becauſe it was a diſtinguiſhed ex- 
preſſion of his regard to God. Hence alſo other 
„ moral nn ſuch as praiſe, and 1hankſgiving, 
ding good and communicating, are called by that 
„name. In ſhore, (ſays he) as the New Teſtament 
© ſacriſices are all ſpiritual and moral ones, that of 
, Chriſt muſt be ſo too.“ p. 42. Where he is 
& exhibited under Moſaie and Levitical images, ſuch 
as Propiii ation, and the like, it is plain that. the 


Writers uſe thefigurative ſtyle. 1 P. 43 2 Oy 
| « af 


| y > This ſeems. to be the apoſtle” s view of the matter when 
| ſays, By V,. aith Abrabam, ' when he'wwas tried, OFFERED. 
5 Tau 4 he that bad received the promiſes, o 


r bit only begotten fon. Heb. xi. 17. 


anten Wan Tale now hy 4 thine ont, „ fo 1 


| K. bs) "2 
. an whith; 8 0 of ſome preceding argi 
ments, he fays;) (tit is evident, that Chriſt — 
called out propitiation is. only in the alluſive Way, 
and that he could in no other ſenſe be an stone- 

d ment than that of declaring God's gracious pur- |. 
« poſe of paſſing over the ſins of men, on the condi- ö 
tion of their future repentanee. Not that what 
he did and ſuffered procured that ye 0k ren wm 
tony declarative of it.“ p. 48. ws 
When Mr. G. tells us what Was che nature of jeal 
Propitiatory facrifices, he gives this deſcription f 
them. propitiatory facrifices-I conſider as public 
& cerii F̃catiant, that the offerers were either deſirous 
of being reſtored, or actually were reſtored to. 

* the iba of citizens; not by virtne of the | 
' ©: ſacrifice which-they offered, but of the nen 51 
„ diſpoſition accompanying that ſacrifice-“ . 

S8 Chriſt, ““ ſays he, is our propitiation, de- 
.. Caring us in a ſtare of favour with God; not in 
virtue of what he ſuffered, but on condition _ 
„of our renewed obsdienek. ” Ib. Are not theſe. 

two accounts of the matter manifeſtly; inconſiſtent? 34 
H the proper idea of rea propitiatory ſacrifices he 
that of public cortiffeates, or declarations of God's 
favour to-the penitent ; and if Chriſt is our propitia-. 

ion precifely in the fame ſenſe, as is here aſſerted, 
then it plainly follows, that he is not called ſo Ggurd., 
lively, but that his death was as real ſacriſiee as {ue 

Nin propitiatory ſacrifices were. 

6. The immoral tendency of thedoArine of a atone- 

ment, and. che practical advantages of Socinianiſm, 
are fiwourite to pics with Mr G; he enlarges upon 
them frequently in his. etters. 1 ſhall „therefore, 
make one remark on this head before 1, conclude 
theſe refleQions.. Our n wa 7 


* 


| e beſt and ſureſt criterion g religious principles is 
„ their moral influence: this is our Saviour's own 
rule, By their fruits ſhall ye know them ; the fruits 
« which they have a tendency and fitneſs to pro- 
i duce,” p. 63, 64. Now, Sir, (adds he, addreſſing 
himſelf to his friend,) “ I appeal to you, whether 
principles, that in any degree relax the obliga- 
& tion of the moral law, are principles which a wiſe 
©& man would eſpouſe, or an honeſt man defend.“ 
Ib. Whether our author's doctrine has not ſome 
'« | » rendency to relax the obligation of the moral law, [I 
leave the reader to judge, when he has conſidered the 
following ſentence reſpecting moral obligation.“ To 
8 „ fay that every the leaſt error in moral life deſerves 
| ** eternal torments, is a hard ſaying, and who can 
„b bear it,“ p. 19. How different is the language 
of ſcripture on this head! The waGEs. of ſin is 
DEATH, Rom. vi. 23. Death, eternal death, as 
the context plainly intimates, and various other paſ- 
ſages declare, & is the wages, the due deſert and re- 
| ward of fin, of {in indefinitely, of every tranſgreſſion 
of the moral law. EE | 
May this awful truth be written upon our hearts, 
that we may apprehend rightly the exceeding ſinful- 
nfs of fin, as the apoſtle ſpeaks, and be led by this 
knowledge to embrace the ſalvation which is by Jeſus 
Chriſt! h EZY Sh, 


* As Gal. iii. 16. © Curſed is every one that continueth 

6“ not in ALL things which are written in the book of the law 

6 to do them. James ii. 10. Whoſoever ſhall keep the whole 
© law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all.“ | 
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